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WTO Expert: U.S.-Japan Dispute ‘Frightening’ 
AUI1I05170295 Paris AFP in English 
1604 GMT 11 May 95 


{Article by Philippe Debeusscher]| 


{[FBIS Transcribed Text] Geneva, May 1! (AFP) — 
With the ink barely dry on its founding documents, the 
World Trade Organisation [WTO] faces a crisis that 
could prove more than it bargained for: a new trade 
row between the United States and Japan. 


“It's a big challenge, and it is also frightening.” a WTO 
expert said here Thursday [11 May]. after both the 
United States and Japan said they would call for WTO 
arbitration in their long-running feud over the imbalance 
in their auto trade. 


There were fears that such a dispute, between two of the 
world trade body's biggest and most powerful members. 
could prove too big and too complex for the fledgling 
body to handle. 


“This conflict has taken such a high profile, and it does 
not come at the right moment.” the expert said. 


The United States has chosen to carry on the dispute 
both unilaterally, by threatening Japan with sanctions 
of its own against Japan, and bilaterally. by secking 
arbitration from the WTO. 


However observers here noted that if the United States 
were to go through with its threat of unilateral sanctions. 
that would be contrary to WTO rules 


There were fears that nm handing down a ruling avant 
one of its most powerful members. at a tine when its 
procedures and machinery were barely tested. the bods 
would be biting off more than it could chew 


The WTO has stronger arbitration powers than its 
predecessor, the General Agreement on Taritts and 
Trade (GATT), but these have hardly had tome to be 
used in the five months since Ht was formally set up 


Last maonth, shortly before he handed over the rene 
of the WTO to the current director general. Renato 
Ruggiero. the outgoing head Peter Sutherland expressed 
concern about such a possibility. 


He said tha disputes should only be taken to the WTO 
once the participants already have an wea of how they 
could be solved. 


“To dump everything on the WTO without having a 
basis for a solution could destroy the system.” he told 
AFP. 


WTO officials are hoping that the announcement by 
the two sides of a move to arbitration was more 
aimed at achieving a psychological effect. and that 
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bilateral procedures will bring about a solution betore 
the mululateral machinery has to be brought into play 


Ruggiero has already called on both the United States 
and Japan to make new efforts to settle the dispute 
betwe. 9 themselves. 


As WTO procedures call for attempts at concilatroan 
before any move to formal arbitration, there will still be 
at least five months for them to settle the matter between 
themselves, observers said 


If the dispute does come to arbitration, t will the biggest 
and the most complex of its kind ever descussed by an 
international body. officials said here 


The European Union did make a similar move against 
Japan at GATT in 1993, but after bilateral negotiations, 
Brussels finally decided to withdraw the complaint 


The United States, which runs a massive trade deficit 
with Japan, claims that Tokyo places untaw barners to 
exports of American cars 


Japan, which has expressed its faith im the WTO 
system to resolve the problem. refuses any target levels 
for umports of US. vehicles, saying that this would 
constitute managed trade and would be contrary to the 
principles of the WTO 


(linton, Kohl Foreign Policy Differences Viewed 
BRII0S1 25795 Milan CORRIERE DELLA SERA 
in Nalin 11 May 9S ppl. y 
|\Commentary by Eanw Caretto “The Chancellor's 
Chine | 


|E BIS Teanstated Teat| There ts the Europe that Clinton 
amd Yeltsin want, and there 1s the Europe that Kohl 
dreams about And they are very different. One ts still 
under Amerncan and Russian tutelage and 1s therctore 
subject to the new bipolar system characterized no 
hoger by a controntation between the superpowers but 
by ther cooperation The other Europe is concen able, 
however, on the same level as America and Russia, with 
an aspiration to otter itself as a bridge between them 
Clinton and Yeltun sketched out thei visson of burope 
at the Moscow summit — integrated from the Atlantic 
tothe Urals, within NATO if Clinton prevails, within the 
OCSE of Yeltun prevails, a Europe of nations, almost 
m tine with de Gaulle’s vison. Kohl outhned his own 
vivon of burope i an interview on German television 
with an unexpected but celiberate inference: lt would be 
a broader and stronger kuropean Union than the present 
one and ot woukd stop at the border with Ukraine 


Now. SO yours alter the end of World War I and tive 
vears sence the cad of the Cold War, Larape mm at a 
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crossroads. And whichever choiwe it makes will have 
a profound influence on the world order. Indeed, these 
developments are being watched anxiously by another 
power — Japan, intolerant of America’s tutelage and 
suspicious of Russia's ambitions. 

Kohl undoubtedly made a bid for the leadership of this 
new Europe, first and foremost with respect to Chirac. 
But while putting forward the German socioeconomic 
model, he also showed that he wants to free it from the 
burden constituted by the special relationship between 
America and Russia. Kohl is not aiming to marginalize 
either of them. In the West the chancellor is Clinton's 
reference point — as British Prime Minister Margaret 
Thatcher was for his predecessor, Bush — and nobody 
has helped. and is helping. Yeltsin more than him. But 
he ts also putting himself forward as the architect of 
a future autonomous Europe. This could be a historic 
turning point: For the first time in almost half a century 
Germany is adopting a foreign policy different from 


America’s. 


In a way. 10 May 1995 in Moscow saw the start of a new 
European campaign: The divergence between the United 
States and Europe that has emerged im recent years 
crystallized over Russia's role. Clinton 1s reaffirming 
that Moscow remains America’s fundamental partner 
and that. as such, it must join Europe. Kohl's reply is 
that « has never been. and will never be. completely 
part of it. 


More than Kohl, however, it was Clinton that demanded 
a choice from Europe. Since his accession to the White 
House the American President has pursucd’ a Russo 
centric policy: Like Bush after the collapse of the 
Berlin Wall, so too Clinton has tailed to tormulate a 
new European policy. The US. presence in Europe 
iS entrusted to the patterns of the past. the mulitary 
alliance in fact. and its extension, albert partial. to a 
Russia whose future is uncertain. And in the fame of 
the entente cordiale between Moscow and Washeny ton. 
Clinton even tolerates such aberrations as Chechnya 


The fear of a Cold Peace in Europe. threatened by the 
Russian president last December in Budapest. seems 
to be paralyzing Clinton: It ts no comenence that 
Congress accused him of granting Yeltsin a secret right 
of veto over NATO's enlargement. This was apparent 
in Moscow, at the fig-leaf summit — the tig leat berg 
Yeltsin's promise to join the partnership for peace so 
as not to leave the king naked. im exchange for a 
postponement of the accession of countries that live in 
Russia's shadow, such as Hungary an. Poland 


So far American politics has offered only one alternative 


to Clinton's strategy. Two days ago. reflecting the opin- 
ion of one sector of Congress, the NEW YORK TIMES 
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wrote in a curt editorial that Yeltsin ts not wrong to 
oppose NATO's enlargement, because Russia no longer 
constitutes a threat to Europe, and it advised Clinton to 
press for “an economic and political integration” of the 
former communist countries in Europe. 


The blueprint pursued by Kohl and the Europeans 
is different: to strengthen the European Union and 
the Atlantic alliance, but without Yeltsin; to associate 
Russia by means of various agreements and to make 
ut part of the West through the other international 
organizations, such as G-7, the OCSE, and so forth. 
Kohl remembers, perhaps more than anyone else, that 
it was by excluding a from Europe that the Cold 
Peace of Versailles drowe Germany to revanchism and 
rearmament. The solution is a Vienna Warm Peace 
treaty that will welcome Russia into the community 
of nations, as happened with France, and that will 
guarantee it peace and economic growth in exchange 
for disarmament 


Juppe Favors New Mandate for UN in Bosnia 


LDI1N0S174898 Paris France-Inter Radio Network 
in French 1700 GMT 11 May 95 


[FBIS Translated Excerpt] A French blue helmet was 
seriously wounded by a sniper in Sarajevo thes morning. 
The United Nations does not know if the shot was fired 
trom the Serb or Bosnian side. [passage omitted] 


The bhelshood of the French troops being withdrawn 
from the former Yugoslavia ts mereasing. At any rate 
the blue helmets must at least be authorized to mposte 
when attacked. in other words, they must be given a 
new mandate. borengn Minister Alain Juppe said today. 


[Begin Juppe recording] We take the view that the 
criticism beimyg levelled at the United Nations ts unfair, 
because we placed the blue helmets im a situation im 
which they can do no more than what they are dowg at 
presemt 


The question that now arises ts of whether the terms 
of the international intervention should not be changed 
“as to make ot possible to react strongly to the 
provecations trom enther camp and to the obstinacy of 
theoxe who refuse the peace plan 


This question will be answered within the new few days 
when the new administration takes over, As you know 
Prance 1s dowmg all a can to support the ureplaceable 
rele of the United Nations. jend recording | 
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International Leaders Meet on B-H, Croatia 


AU120S103895 Paris AFP in English 
1011 GMT 12 May 95 


{FBIS Transcribed Text] Paris, May 12 (AFP) — UN 
Secretary General Butrus Butrus-Ghali met here Friday 
with his special envoy on former Yugoslavia, Yasushi 
Akashi, and other key UN figures to discuss how UN 
forces can face up to the deteriorating situation in 
Bosmia-Hercegovina and Croatia. 


Others at the meeting were General Bernard Janvier, the 
UN military commander in the former Yugoslavia. in. 
ternational mediator Thorvald Stoltenberg and General 
Rupert Smith. the head of UN peacekeepers in Bosnia. 


Experts from the five-nation contact group on Bosnia- 
Hercegovina were also meeting in Frankfurt Friday to 
try to decide on a joint position on the war after failing 
to make any headway in solving the crisis in several 
recent meetings. 


The three warring factions in Bosmia-Hercegovina tabled 
to renew a four-month ceasefire at the beginning of May 
amid continued fighting and pressure that has thrown the 
UN peacekeepers’ mandate into serious question 
Akashi said the Paris talks were an “opportunity to 
meet together to discuss our challenges, and | hope the 
secretary general will give us some new directions.” 


He would not be pinned down on whether a UN troop 
withdrawal from Bosma would be raned. saying only 
they will “discuss all possible options.” 
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France. which has seen mounting casualties among its 
peacekeepers in Bosnia, and Britain provide the bulk of 
the UN force in the former Yugoslavia and both have 
repeatedly threatened to pull them troops out amid the 
increasing confusion 


On Thursday. outgoing French Premier Edouard Bal- 
ladur said there could be a two-month freeze on sug- 
gestions of a withdrawal 


And Foreign Minister Alain Juppe. who ts considered 
Balladur’s likely successor following recent elections, 
evoked changes to strengthen the enforcement of the 
mandate. 


No details were given on the Frankfurt meeting, which 
a German forenga ministry spokesman described only as 
“contidential.” The contact group countries are Britain, 
France, Germany. Russia and the United States 


But French Forengn Ministry spokesman Richard Duque 
sand Thursday the Frankfurt meeting would try again 
t agree on what to offer Serman President Slobodan 
Milosevic in return for hes recognition of the former 
Yugostay republics of Bosara Hercegovina and Croatia 


Milosevic has refused to recognise the two republics, 
having taken the side of the Serb separatists in Bosnia 
and Croatia whe control swathes of territory they want 
to see mncorperated inte a Greater Serta 
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EU Wants China in WTO, Boost in Trade Ties 


AUIIOSI41395 Berlin DIE WELT in German 
11 May 9S p 16 


{Report by Johnny Erling: “Europe Wants To Catch Up 
in China™| 

{© BIS Translated Text] Wuhan — The EU wants to take 
a few course in its policy toward China. The former EU 
view that China ts only a “regional economic power” 
1s outdated, Endymion Wilkinson. EU ambassador to 
Being. told DIE WELT. 


Recently. EU Vice President Leon Brittan also talked 
of a new start in Beying. There he announced the 
EU's political decron to help China quickly become 
a member in the World Trade Orgamzation (WTO). 
The WTO in Geneva has been negotiating on that since 
the beginning of the week. At the same time, however, 
Brittan made vt clear that the EU attaches importance 
to equal treatment in China and, in addition, expects 
China's trade to adjust to the WTO regulations. 


Brittan was assured in Beying that China's copynght 
regulations with the United States are also valid for the 
EU states. 


Politically and strategically, the new EU policy course 
toward Asia will be et af the first European-Asian 
summit conference im Bangkok in March 1996. Even 
before this year’s summer break. the EU Council of 
Ministers wants to adopt a strategy paper on China. The 
basis for this paper ss the new Asian concept of the PRG 
Government and the Asta-Pacitic Commutice 


For Ambassador Wilkinson the EU states’ new coo 
nome interests in Asia are obsrous In 1998 the be 
ropeans for the first time exported more to castern Asta 
than to the United States. In 1994 China became the 
fourth largest market for the EU member states and. at 
the same time, the fourth biggest suppher tor burope 


However, the EU states are imcreaungly hong export 
shares to China's Asian nenghbors “in Asia the outlines 
of an mner-Asian single market are becomuny clearer 
and clearer.” the EU ambassador warns burope ts above 
all falling back in the held of direct iwestments and the 
establishment of jount ventures. The Japanese and the 
Americans in particular are very active. From Chena’s 
opening in 1979 to the end of 1993. the EL states 
commutted themselves in altogether 3.070) progects. as 
compared tw Japan (7.1%2) and the Unried States with 
more than 12.000 commitments 


In order to counteract thes trend, Ambassador Wilkinson 
announced in Shangha: that the EU will soon present a 
fnew program of cconeme cooperation with China bor 
example. the EU will support jornt activities of bare 
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pean chambers of commerce and establish a network of 
economic information centers 


Instead of granting development and ay has been done 
so far. industrial and cconomic Couperation proyects 
will increasingly be promoted in the future. A traneng 
program related to China will be issued for young 
European managers. Brittan has already announced that 
the EU mission in Beying. which has been understiatied 
so far, will be clearly remtorced 


At the same time, the EL wants to actively support bus 

ness promotion for Chinese centers in burope It seems 
that the Europeans are now “setting about catching up. 
EU Ambassador Wilkinson stated contident!y 


Turkish Assembly ‘Supports’ Reaction to COE 
TAIIOSI84695 Ankara TRT Television Network 
in Turkish 1700 GMT 11 May 45 


[Zeynep Lule video report trom Strasboury | 


(FBIS Translated Excerpt] The forengn munisters and 
ministers responsible for European affairs of 44 Council 
of Europe [COE] member countries, who convened 
today im Strasbourg, discussed the COR resolution of 
last month concerning Turkey [passage omitted] 


Ismet Veysel. Turkey's permanent ambassador at the 
COR. sad that Western countries should realive that 
Turkey ts waging a sruggle agaist terrorism During 
his address at the meeting. the ambassador sand that 
the Turkish Government ts dctermined regarding the 
meuc of democratization Critkcizing last month's CO 
resolution against Turkey. Veysel sand that certo 
expressions an the resolution were cxutremely unjust 
and added that the Turkish Grand Natronal Assembly 
supported the Turkish parhamentanans react te the 
COR, demon 


Nethertands Reluctant To Remain in | NPROFOR 


BRI DSOGS 29S: Amsterdam DE VOLASARANT 
miunh 11 Ma 9S pa 


|Unatinbuted repert: “Dutchbat Will Be Reheved One 
More Time at Most] 


|E BIS Transtated Tet] The Hague — If there 1s ne earls 
evacuation. then the Netherlands will probably reheve 
the UN troaps on Srebemca one more tine Dut boat 
will then leave the Mustem enclave definitively on 4 
December 


In parhament a number of parhameniany parties are 
startin: te speak epenty on taver of an eventual depart 
ture CDA [Chestun Democrate Appeal] MP De Hoop 
Schetter sand on Wedneswlay om parhament that if the 
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present | 2th asrborne battalion ts reheved on | July by 
the 42nd armored mntantry battahon. then “as of 31 De- 
cember a must be the end of the exerense.” VVD | Pew- 
ples Party tor Freedom and Democracy|] MP Blaauw 
sand that the cabinet could not continue “for all eter- 
aity” to offer ground troops for the UN peacekeeping 
force 


In July the deadline of a year and a half for which the 
Netherlands had made Dutchbat available 1s due tw end 
The United Nateoms rs secking a country which 1s willing 
to reheve the battalion on Srebemca. But the impression 
ts that the United Nations is not trying too hard and 1s 
counting on the Netherlands staying 


There ts virtually no enthusiasm among other countries 
to help the Netherlands out of the fire. In any case the 
Brith alo want to get out of the Muslim enclave, 
where they have troops. 


Voorhweve sand Dutchhat has 25 days of food m 
Srebenica Its diesel 1s finished. All patrols take place 
on foot, However, there are “ion rations” which are 
mended tor a possible evacuation. If they are broken 
mto then supphes must start to take place by ar. The 
UN alhes are ready to deploy transport and combat 
hehcopters 


Voorhoeve announced that the Netherlands would send 
another two F-16s to Villafranca to monitor the no-fly 
ban over Bosma. At present the Netherlands hay 14 F 
16s on Italy. 


Foren Minster Van Mierlo would oot agree with o 
request by parhament to urge the buropean Commision 
to stop the negotiations about an ail proectam tor 
Croat. Thess call was made mm competion with the 
human nights violations which were maak duriny the 
reconquest of Western Slavonia 


EL Intergovernmental Conference & xpect ations 
YSENUDI4A Frankfurt/Main FRANKEURTER 
ALLGEMEINE in German 28 Apr 9S pS 


jAricle by Rudolf Severs. deputy charman of the 
Christian Democratic Uniwn/Chrstian Sacal Union 
Bundestag parhamentary group “Which burope Do We 
Want?—Expectations for the 1996 latergovernmental 
Conference” | 


{FBIS Translated Text) Thoughts about the 1996 im 
tergovernmental conference (Maastricht 1) must be 
onented toward what Luropeans expect and what bu 
rope means tor all of us: peace. employment, security. 
prosperity. freedom, rule of law. and demecracy What 
must we du to achieve ths’ We must strengthen the 
efficiency. ability te act. and the legetumacy of the bu 
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ropean Unseen and ifs imsitutens. we tot cotahlet 
more transparency and chosecness to citizens. the poople 
mus appreciate that the transter of svcrenaty docs me" 
mean the loss of nateonal of cultural nlentity We most 
strengthen the European Unien oo all central areas of 
pont forergn and security policy. domestn and puda ral 
pohey. come fighting acters borders. and yount pola 
on asylum and augration and we must make progress 
m European defense. because we Can manta the de 
fenvive alliance with America only by strenetheniny the 


European pillar 


There are many member states in the buropean Cnn 
that are rather skeptical abet 4 strengthemmy of the 
European Parhament As a tule. that corresponds to the 
view that although one must mmprnve so called rnterges 

cramental Cooperation. an improvement of the Commen 
European poly is net needed The horn of thes thenk 

ing ts that the natronal states and thew parliaments Cather 
than the European Parhament have tespensebelity tor 
democratic control of intergovcramental Cooperation 
That 5 net our view Certainly we mest emprve and 
strengthen intergovernmental Cooperation where more 
cannot be achieved at thes time But rtergevernmen 

tal cooperation puts lamets on the saccesstul fewlution 
of problems m many matters of smpertance to citizens 
Crime hyhting across borders ms only one csamnple of 
thes 


bor thes reason, the democrat control of EU polyy 
through the huropean Parhament must be strengthened 
In our under tanding of parliamentary demmanay. net 
pus the acteoms of the Cowncl of Mieneters af the enter 
state level but ale on particular punt beroepean action 
and European legntateon aced real parliamentary berits 
maton And te make the much ty contasing Leropean 
decmmenmaking pracess more understandable and thus 
cast tot crtizens to follow. a uartorm legislative prac 
dure based on equality of tights ought to be established 
mm the collective lawmaking om the future. therctore. all 
questions on European begestateen ought to be allowed 
te he passed only with the port appresal of the Coun 
ot and barepean Parhament The baropean Parhament 
showhd alee possess a fully developed neht of sutiative, 
which herettewe omy the Comrmisson has hal 


With the strencthemay of the democrat leertemation 
oft the Luropean miitutvons, however, we should met 
lot wursctyes merely te the expansion of the powers 
mt the burepean Parhament Hence our coal tot the 
geveromental conference must alse be te crabually 
miceratc these questeems that must still be deculed 
unanimousts imte a system of qualiticd maparitie, We 
need the maps decmoon as a tule. even m toreren 
poles But specu! demands must be placed on thes 
mapity deceemn. ter the cmivess of bane souk 
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be able to participate im the policy of the European 


identification. In case of doult, therefore, majorities in 
Europe should always be double mayonties. namely the 
mayorty of the European populace and the mayonty of 


ts lhewrse one of the necessary tasks of the 1996 
governmental conference It must be guaranteed better 
than heretofore that the EU will only take action when 
the tasks to be performed cannot be handled 2 sequ.tely 
by the individual member states. 


There 1s scarcely any question in European Cooperation 
where the citizens expect such specifically sible and 
rapid successes as ip Zomestic and pudicial polny The 
institutional regulations formulated in this Comme tion in 
the EU Treaty have heretofore been auned at mere con 

ernmental cooperation. They therefore qunkly stewed 
themselves to be inadequate. tor the availabe mnter 

governmental instruments were blinked primarily with 
bloated bureaucratic procedures. And w tar they have 
tended more to hinder rather than to facilitate sacesstul 
cooperation across borders—in the police. for example 


Europe has leng since become a uaitorm coographn 
area with respect to crime. But the Lurope of open 
borders must also be a secure Europe bor the reawm. 
we need an effective European polwe acting actions 
borders with comprehensive competence for serous 
imernational crime drug dealing. moncy Laundering. 
Prostitution and the weapons trade. nuclear smugy tiny. 
and profiteering with motor vehicles From the port 
a vwew of the Europeans, at would he more than 

if orgamzed crome were able to utilize 
all available technological means to pursuc tty mre het 
across borders while the member statics Continue to treht 
crime nationally. 
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We alo need common procedures im the «called 
therd pillar of the Maastrctt Treaty to formulate a 
yout polcy on asylum and umemgration. A look at the 
sMatesics of the FRG on refugees makes thes clear. In 
1993, there were about 400,000 refugees trom civil 
wars reseding om the Federal Republic. Counting all 
refugees with of wethout legal status under the Geneva 
Convention, « was about 2 millon people. The outlays 
of the Federal Government, laender, and municipalities 
for refugees and persoms secking asylum amounted to 
about 15 brihon marks. We do not want Ww question 
thes high price. for a helps people who have fled war. 
were expelled from thew country. of had to leave thew 
homeland out of fear for thew lwes. But we need the 
jount respomeitulity of the EU. Our sea ts to establish 
a mechanism with which in the future we can handle 
waves of refugees together. because such burdems can 
hut any member of the EU at any tome The cxample 
of Itamec fendamentalwm im the Maghrib sates of 
northwest Africa of in the Philoppines has made clear 
how acute thes threat rs 


There 1s scarcely any area im Eoropess poly where 
the need tw be able to at = greater than im the 
question of yont forengn and defense poly How can 
we ciplam to the people m our countries why the 
EU could not prevent the bowndlew tragedy m the 


people om Europe that ual and Bihac will not 
he repeated somewhere che tomorrow, powibly even 
withen the borders of Europe’ The war im the former 
Yuorsiavea has shaken the confidence of cHizens im 
Lurope's ability to take action om foreign and defense 
prey We must restore thes confidence by substantially 
wnprosving the weakly developed imvtiruments of jornt 
hwergn and defense policy m the Maastricht Treaty 
What » needed w a far-ughted foreign polwy for 
crises prevention that puts prevention ahead of damage 
control and dees aet just put out fires, The repeated 
propeeal for 2 punt analyses capacity of the Council and 
Commnsron rs worthy of discusson in thes connection 
But tts also emportant to clarify the question of where 
Lurope's forengn polcy mterests be, who formulates 
them. whe develop. the options derived from them. 
and whe anewers for them We alw need an anvwer 
to the qgueshen of how the actions of the Jomnt Forengn 
and Securty Poley meluding mulitary operations are 
earned out Beyond that, an mmportant role for the EU's 
abulsty to act 1 played by the mechanroms for decrmons 
and commdinatien within the kownt Foren and Security 
Poley Bot all of these comaderationms will be of bathe 
use f there 1 fe well for pent action 
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Thes 1s also true for the European defense. which must 


will our American partners in the alliance be prepared 
to mastain thei military presence in Europe. The mow 
recent crises and conflicts on our continent have made 1 
clear that peace in Europe cannot be guaranteed without 
the alliance with America and without its military 
suppor 

ith the agreement on an Economn and Monctary 
). the Maastricht Treaty has yielded a far- 
resukt that os ammed at the future We are 


if 
z 


i 
fit 
He 
fi 


| 


Federal Gowsrnment but also the Bundesbank 4 ill «atch 
vigilantly to make sure that ae country i admitted ty 
the EMU that does not meet the strat comergene 
criteria. With our assent to the EMU. however, we have 
called on the people in Germany tw give ws a crew 
deal of advance trust, because the political part of the 
Maastricht agreements lags tar behind the boone 
and Monetary Union. They expect all the more that the 
Federal Government will balance out thr, asymmetry 
at the 1996 governmental conterence of mm any cave 
before the transition to the commen Luropean curren y 
Beyond that, the citizens will accept the mumetury 
wumon only when they recogmre its neceswity and when 
they feel certain that the monetary wane henetits them 
personally and serves the statuinty and prosper:.) of 
the German economy. The consent of the Germans ty 
the EMU. the third stage of which will begin in 19 
at the carliest. ought to be all the greater the more 
definitely that substantial and demomsirable results are 
also achn ved for the political wnron at the pon cramental 
conference. 

The goals for the 1996 governmental conference de 
scribed above are ambitious. And therctore we persum 
ably will not be able to achieve everything that we en 
visage. But « would be wrong to set goals even betere 
the conference for which the assent of the FL member 
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Mates ts met vet scoured Many competent pournalists 
and dupiomats wn Europe also bebeve that the govern. 
mental conference will net be able to mect the high e+ 
pectahons on it. la view of the different interests. they 
“ynk. one will therefore probably have to be sateshed 
«th the smallest common denomnator in 1996) We du 


rot dare thes pessemivm 


Ow comhvence that the 1996 governmental conforence 
wii te able to achieve gowd results m based. for 
one thing. on the predominantly postive attitude of 
Europeans toward a deepening of the EU. And. tor 
another thong. it 1s based un the powbelity of Com mncing 
the partner countries of the FRG that the EU m not an 
end on stellt but rather that with burope we will make 
better and faster progress on all ewential questions for 
the coivens ft ns a matter of making the community 
more democratic. closer te the cotivems. and better able 
to act. It os 4 matter of scourme peace, emphryment, 
security. and property tor the future a well There 
ts 90 royal road to reach thes goal But the proposals 
for the goveramental conference on the reform of the 
EU ought to meet the demand that deceive progress 
be made om the proces of buropean unrhcatwm im the 
imteres of the peuple 


Prospective EL Financing Examined 
YSENOIIIB Frankfurt/Main FRANKFURTER 
ALLGEMEINE in German 28 Apr 9S py 


[Aructe by Gerd Walter. Schlevwig-Holviern monmter 
tet tederal and Luropean affaers “Bigger and Cheaper — 
that Weet Work On the Future Financong of the 
benqean Unen”| 


[PRIS Tramstated Tea! The presentation “Maastricht 1 
rmnow playeng on the huropean stage it deals with how 
ome can expand the EU without destroying rts cohessn 
Vi the same terme. a fe less emportant praduction is 
heme prepared hetunad the scenes the fnanceng of the 
bt oatter 199) bow the financial framework stipulated 
mt badeeburch son effect only wat then 


Crcrmanmy s tole on thes play rs bemg rehearsed already 
The traamce muneters of the laender have called tor a 
reducteon of the burdens of the EU. The Federal Gov. 
eroment has pratiwed the role of savings commmesomer 
m the Qegetiatoms on the finance of EU development 
polny And there was recently a remarkable debate 
m4 the Bumlesrat on the dangers of a lavish Medser 
rancan peasy of the commetty Everyone scems to 
actee thereby that the EL must become cheaper Only 
«far fe one ts saying how. And at least publicly there 
ts enanreety on the access of the states of central and 
havtiern burepe as som as peewtble Bat ae one m cal 
culating the mevitable costs. So the BL ns suppesncd to 
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becorne larger and cheaper —«a 1s that semple. The squar- 
img of the cwrcle as the bass of future German policy 


for Europe’ 

The stumbling block is Germany's so-called net pay- 
ments to the EU. They more than doubled within five 
vears—from 10.4 w 22 bilhon marks [DM]. The was 
prmariy a result of the increased gross amount on ac- 
count of unification and the payments wiil increase fur- 
ther to DM30 billion. At the same time, however, aver- 
age German income has declined noticeably as a comse- 
quence of unificatwn. All of Germany holds only fifth 
place im Europe's welfare scale. lt 1s nevertheless by far 
the largest net payer of the EU. One can explain but not 
really get across to the people that per capita and in net 
terms Germany pays to Brussels exght mes what France 
does with ots higher mcomes. that Belgium or even Den- 
mark and Luxemburg are act receivers, whereas Italy. 
on the other hand. must pay. Germany's act payments 
to the EU are thereby very much in proportion tw its 
share of the economic output of the EU. The meager 
backflows are what are so vexing. We pay ™) percent 
of the EU's budget but Germany gets only 12 percent 
of the payments from Brussels. possibly 14 percent mm 
the near future. 


Of course so far only a few German critics have dared 
to ask why. because one could thereby jeopardize cxpe- 
namely. os the subsidies for agriculture Wah DM7% 
millon. they stell comsume half of the European budect 
For this reason, anyone who wants to profit from the 
EU must esther be very poor—which is hardly the «ase 
for us—or have such a highly developed agreulture as 
the Netherlands or Denmark. Germany ms a “structural 
net payer” because with 14 percent ot vets relatively bess 
from the agrarian fund than do others And becasue 
politically so desired —the lion's share of the sora tural 
funds goes to other countnes. even though the new lacn 
der and cast Bertin are now in the top suppert categors 
After the German export surplus with reypect to the EU 
partners declined from DM96 mullon to DME? mullen 
and the German balance of payment. with these states 
no longer shines with a surples of DM67 bellon but 
instead now has a deficit of DM27 billron. the disat 
faction with the German contribution can ae longer be 
divmissed so easily by refernng to ftorergn ex. qomn ad 
vantages 

There os a ket that can be sad aout the satrtinal 
quantity “net payer” and a wmplifyng drum Bat 
there 90 way to avo putting to the tev the 
fhaancial destributon im the EU. Thereby the supporters 
of European integration ought to take the lead rather 
than these opposing of. For nothing could de more te 
rum the political idea of Europe than the reputateon ter 
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wasting money. The Germans de not have the best cards 
m thes discussion. Untorgotien ts the grossly erroneous 
assurance given in April 1990 that German unification 
would not cot Europe anything. And now. as many 
capitals see a. with the expansion to the cast we are 
laying a far begger cuckoo’s egg m the EU newt 


The German hand would be better if the EL budget 
were not mewndersicad as a savings bank from which 
one receives hrs money back with calculable interes 
For m reality the unpleasant dispute about money ts 4 
discussion on the tasks of the EU. What future of Europe 
ts worth money and how much’ lt would be fatal of thes 
crucial questien were to be answered by the natron’s 
treasurers 


1. Shows the EU of the future have its own budget with 
which jornt acthoms can be financed to some appreciable 
extent’ If yes. and so far ne one has questioned thes. 
then great hopes for savings will be dirappennted merely 
on account of the limits of the present EU budget So 
that everyone can know what we are talking shout 
with a volume of DMI%S dillon (1994). thi budget 
ts approwmately the size of the budget of North Rhine 
Westphaha Crcrm ry nevertheless aceded in Brussels 
as tts at home to scrutemze the tasks of the Community 
and the results. Questionable. for example. would be the 
immense number of EU-financed small programs that 
praluce a great deal of program bureaucracy and nut 
much benctt. But that volves more the application of 
the budget rather than its size 


> Showld the community of the future have financial 
miruments for regenal compensation and rewurce 
transters’ Tt os possible that the “core burope model” 
of the CDU (Chretian Democratic Unson] is also berg 
propagated on acount of us catculatory advantage 
of mt having te support weaker natrenal coonomes 
m the free dumevtix market of the EL with transfer 
payments om the longer term. “To pon together what 
already belongs together permanently” —that could be 
the slogan tor a burope that gains ts coherence trom 
the Gonmmen enterests of strung national coomomes and 
that refuses t take on the costs of the solidarity of a 


larger buropean Union 


But such an BU would also be the end of the orginal 
ikea of berope What would roman could nw longer 
he charactenved as a community. quite apart trom the 
tat that Germany s foreign economic advantages trom 
the EU. ofwrows te everyone at least vat 1989. would 
thereby he suppressed Germany must choose enher we 
declare ourselves tor the pronceple of solidarity on the 1! 
and remain tor the foreseeable future a segnitcant net 
paver tespectally when one day the coonome frunts of 
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unification are reaped). Or we insist on “gross for net” 
and take the course of a different kind of union. 


3. Do we have the courage to reduce agrarian outlays 
significantly? They are causing the imbalance in the 
EU budget. They benefit neither the environment, nor 
the consumers, nor the farmers and they tie the lion's 
share of EU finances to the subsidizing of a sector that 
amounts to only 1.4 percent of gross value creation in 
Germany, 3.3 percent on average for the EU, and just 
6.8 percent even in Portugal. Is that Europe's answer 
in the high-tech competition? Still, the decisions from 
1992 with a shift away from product subsidies to direct 
income transfers are supposed to reduce the agrarian 
share of the EU budget by 0.9 percent annually to 44.7 
percent by 1999. It is, to be sure, a reform but it is one 
in tripping steps. They will not be adequate, especially 
when the expansion to the east comes. Anyone who 
does not have the courage to reform the reform must 
probably be resigaed to the distorted financial structure 
of the EU. 


4. Are we uiilizing the chance to initiate a stiategic 
reorentation of the community's policy and of its 
budget? That would be necessary not only on its own 
account. It could also help to clear up the absurdities of 
the distribution formula—even if that is not worked out 
by the first of next month. 


It is a matter of three priorities: expand the EU to the 
east, stabilize the Mediterranean region, and assume a 
key role in the third industrial revolution. 


—The inclusion of the nations of east central Europe. 
locked out for 50 years, in the EU has to do not only 
with those in the “East” but also with us in the “West” 
they personify identities without which Europe for more 
than a thousand years would not have become what tt 
is. With them the amputated European identity could 
be healed and the continent could be given back its 
tistorical unity. And just as in the previous expansion 
to the south, it is a matter of securing democratic 
stability. For just the inclusion of Poland, Hungary. 
the Czech Republic, the Slovak Republic, or Slovenia 
in the present system of agrarian suppor and the 
structure fund for the EU can simply no longer be 
financed. Consequently the rules for these systems must 
be rewritten and this will mean a lot of joy not just in 
Germany. 

—It appears that many in Germany still consider an 
active Mediterranean policy of the EU to be mamly a 
repetition of the expansion in the east. For all that, 
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is thereby a matter of a cradle of heman civilization 
and culture, a region whose problems with poverty 
and immigration are equal to those in Europe after 
Stalin. And it ts also a matter of an interface with 
Islam. Just as the stability of east central Europe is 
ultimately our stability, in the long term the security 
of the Mediterranean region ts our security as well. 


—The competition between the United States, Japan, 
and Europe for the technologies of the future also de- 
cides the future of our European model of welfare. That 
is also something that is not yet realized by everyone 
here. For there ts still the German verdict against sup- 
port that ts not just in advance of competition, a verdict 
that helped, for example, to leave the marketing of Tele- 
fax and Autofocus to the Japanese. Despite the progress 
in the new basic research program of the EU, research 
and development still account for no more than 4 per- 
cent of the budget compared to 49 percent for agrarian 
expenditures. 


Despite all the skepticism about state bureaucracies 
in the research process and despite the danger that 
fetish technologies =ch as manned space travel could 
be given public support in Europe. so far it does not 
appear as though Europe's enterprises by themselves 
can bring to pass the much-acclaimed strategic alliances 
in sectors that will decide the future. Therefore we need 
a European research and development association that 
can hold tts own internationally and that knows how 
to utilize the multiplicity of its ways of thinking and 
research mentalities as specific capital. 


lt will be objected that this will not make the EU less 
costly for Germany. But how could wt? By increas- 
ing headings. from which on balance Germany alone 
profits’ Through a special discount a la Great Britain, 
whose haggling blocked any European progress? Or 
even through a renunciation of the “expensive” expan- 
ston to the cast? Lsolated German discount-thinking does 
not lead anywhere. It is not that Germany pays too 
much. The EU spends too much the wrong way. To 
change that may make tt more costly for some but hardly 
cheaper for us. But overall possibly more reasonable. 
And that should be what it ts all about. For an EU that 
is able to act was never as important as it is today. 
An exceptionally petty dispute about the distribution of 
1.27 percent of the social product would unnecessarily 
erode it. kven the old EEC was created not (just) out of 
expediency but rather out of the courage for a specific 
ulopta 
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Commentary on Clinton-Yeltsin Summit Outcome 


AUIIOSISOI9S Vienna KURIER in German 
I] May 9S pS 


{Commentary by Hans Rauscher: "Bill Clinton Did Not 
Have a Good Time in Moscow”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] Moscow — Perhaps Bill Clin- 
ton now regrets having come to Moscow. The outcome 
of the summit meeting, which followed the SOth an- 
niversary of World War Il ceremonies, is meager on 
all major points. Yeltsin appeared ready to abandon the 
sale of a gas centrifuge to the Iranians for enriching ura- 
nium. This material is essential, as it is used to build 
nuclear weapons. Saddam Husayn was bombed for pos- 
sessing such a centrifuge. Nevertheless, Russia is go- 
ing ahead with the sale of two nuclear reactors to the 
nuclear-addicted Iranians. In the question of NATO's 
eastward expansion, everything remains the same. Rus- 
sia will continue to stop the eastern countries from join- 
ing NATO, presumably until their NATO membership 
has become superfluous. It was impossible to determine 
whether a possible compromise — an assurance by the 
West not to station any troops or nuclear weapons in 
the new NATO countries — had been brought closer to 
attainment. As for Chechnya, the Russian president said 
once again that this is an “internal Russian affair” and 
said during the joint news conference with Clinton that 
he would not react to any threats. Other than that. with 
his swollen face and slow speech, the Russian president 
once again failed to have a very good effect on any- 
one. But Clinton clearly appeared to have aged some- 
what. The previous day, Yeltsin had fooled him and 
other western leaders by inviting to march in the Red 
Square not only veterans but also active military units 
straight back from Chechnya, following assurances that 
he would do no such thing. Helmut Kohl. the old tox, 
did not even appear at this parade. During the wreath- 
laying ceremony at the Tomb of the Unknown Soldier, 
Kohl was the only person to have his wreath carried not 
by the Russian guards, but by Bundeswehr soldiers. Bill 
Clinton might also have had second thoughts when he 
watched the military parade in front of the new victory 
memorial on CNN. It was the mightiest display of Rus- 
sian military strength for a long time. About 500,000 
Muscovites turned up to watch tanks, missile batter- 
ies, and formations of bombers and fighter aircraft (Red 
Square was sealed off during the veterans’ parade). In 
the giant crowd, | noticed nothing more than a basic 
carnival atmosphere. There was no chauvinistic pride 
to be seen. But Yeltsin has a duty to his military peo- 
ple, which was demonstrated during the veterans parade. 
The Russian president, surrounded by his military men, 
stood on top of the Lenin Mausoleum, just like in the 
old Soviet days. 
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Klestil, Santer Hold Talks on Security Policy 


AU1205104695 Vienna KURIER in German 
12 May 9S p2 


{Report by Margaretha Kopeinig: “Klestil on NATO: 
Don’t Shut the Door" | 


{FBIS Translated Text] “We must not shut any doors in 
the sphere of security,” said President Thomas Klestil in 
reply to a KURIER question whether Austria would join 
NATO within the framework of the common foreign 
and security policy demanded by the EU. 


"European institutions are caught up in a process of 
change. A stronger bond between the WEU and NATO 
is possible,” said Klestil yesterday [11 May] following 
his meeting with EU Commission President Jacques 
Santer. 


Santer said that the “various deficiencies” of the com- 
mon foreign and security policy will have to be weeded 
out at the 1996 Maastricht review conference. "The EU 
has no mechanism of analysis to prevent conflicts in 
good time,” complained Santer. He also called for more 
joint actions by member states (such as military protec- 
tion for international aid transports to Sarajevo). 


Asked about Austrian neutrality, Santer said that Austria 
must itself define neutrality now that the Berlin Wall is 
down. “An EU security concept will require solidarity 
from everyone,” he said. After the 1996 Maastricht 
review conference. the principle of unanimity should 
alse apply to the common foreign and security policy, 
said Santer. 


Fasslabend on European Security System, Army 
Kole 

AUTIOSIAOS89S Salzburg SALZBURGER 
NACHRICHTEN in German 11 May 95 p 2 


|Report by Alexander Purger: “No Foreign Troops in 
Austria, No Foreign Operations for the Austrian Army”| 


|FBIS Translated Text] Everyone is talking about the 
European security system, but no one knows what it 
looks like, not even Defense Minister Werner Fass- 
labend. “The debate on the European security system is 
in full swing, and it is too soon to talk of any results,” 
Fasslabend told SALZBURGER NACHRICHTEN. “All 
we know ts that the security system will rest on three 
pillars — the EU, WEU, and NATO — and that it will 
take a good few years before it is ready.” 


“We also know,” continues Fasslabend, “that fears that 
the European security system could bring foreign troops 
to Austrian territory or send young Austrian soldiers to 
foreign theaters of war are unjustified. The way it is 
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being planned now, the European security system is a 
system of distributing tasks. Each country will continue 
to be responsible for its own security. We will only see 
an ‘international army in a few decades at the earliest. 
Until then, national armed forces will continue to exist. 
One can say in all certainty that Austria's borders will 
continue to be guarded by Austrian soldiers.” 

The question of the participation of Austrian soldiers in 
international military operations is also not an issue, 
says Fasslabend. “In the short term, there will be 
no security system that requires such participation by 
its individual members. In any case, Austria's main 
function in the European security community will be 
to safeguard its own territory and airspace. After all, 
Austria lies exactly on the converging point of three 
major European strategic zones — the stable zone of 
western Europe, the unstable zone of eastern Europe, 
and the crisis zone of the Balkans. Making sure there 
is security here will also provide security for the rest of 
Europe. That, and not participation in other activities, 
is Austria's major role in the future European security 
system.” 

But to prevent Austria from becoming a security risk to 
Europe, more will have to be done for security also in 
the financial sphere, says Fasslabend. “The Army must 
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be brought up to date as far as personnel, organization, 
and equipment are concerned. Help from abroad ts not 
to be expected. Haider's demands for NATO nuclear 
weapons for Austria are absurd, for NATO dismantled 
nuclear weapons in its member states a long time ago,” 
he says. 


But basically, the fear of contact with NATO should be 
eliminated, says the defense minister. NATO's protec- 
tive effect must simply be recognized. “A major step 
forward has been made with Partnership for Peace,” he 
says. “The Cold War ended mainly because the CSCE 
provided for an increased exchange of information and 
control systems. That is also the direction NATO and 
the European security system are taking.” 

On the subject of a professional army, the defense 
minister says that a defense system is not a rigid tenet 
for him. “What matters is whatever guarantees Ausiria 
the greatest security. Today, the general duty of military 
service provides this security, purely on account of the 
personnel strength that can be achieved as a result. 
But in future this security could be provided by a 
professional army, but certainly not within the next few 
years.” 
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Editorial Calls Dole's Proposal Irresponsible 
BR1I205065095 Rotterdam ALGEMEEN DAGBLAD 
in Dutch 11 May 95 pil 


[Editorial: “Robert Dole’s Theater™] 
([FBIS Translated Text] Senator Robert Dole and his 


to ensure that the U.S. Embassy in Israel is moved from 
Tel Aviv to Jerusalem. President Clinton is against this, 
and so is the Israeli Government, but Dole continues. 
What is inspiring the Republican leader? This question 
is easy to answer: Dole and his political friend, Newt 
Gingrich, the speaker of the House of Representatives. 
are performing their theater with the sole goal of gaining 
the support of the Jewish community in the United 
States — a huge number of potential voters. In the final 
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analysis, Dole’s eye has turned to the White House. 
Formally there is nothing wrong with that. But it does 
testify to incredible opportunism that Dole and Gingrich 
want to reap profit from a politically explosive question 
like the transfer of the U.S. Embassy which, it should 
be noted, was never established in Jerusalem. 


If they get their way, then in fact Washington will 
honor Israeli claims to the whole of Jerusalem. How 
the Palestinians and Arab world will react to that can 
be guessed. Also in that case the United States would 
give up its position as a neutral mediator between Israel 
and the Arab countries. In doing so it would also lose 
the possibility of putting all parties in the Middle East 
under pressure to the same degree to get peace. And 
that is an irresponsibly high price for the ambition of 
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Daily Views Results of Clinton’s Ukraine Visit 


MS1205091795 London FINANCIAL TIMES 
in English 12 May 95 p IS 


Editorial: “Helping Ukraine] 


|FBIS Transcribed Text] It is a fair guess that Bill Clin- 
ton is enjoying the Ukrainian leg of his present journey 
rather more than he did the Russian one. In Moscow 
reviving nationalism expresses itself as resentment of 
American pressure. In Kiev nationalism is becoming 
less strident. Russia has become somewhat more re- 
spectfu! of Ukraine's independence, and Ukrainians at- 
tribuw: this in part to the support Mr Clinton has given 
them. 


The bolstering of Ukraine's independence is indeed 
an achievement for which the much-criticised Clinton 
administration deserves credit and it is appropriate that 
Mr Clinton's visit coincided with yesterday's agreement 
on indefinite extension of the nuclear non-proliferation 
treaty. The latter would hardly have been possible had 
the US not persuaded Ukraine to transfer its nuclear 
weapons to Russia, and to sign the treaty as a non- 
nuclear state. 


Mr Clinton has won Ukraine's confidence by persuading 
Congress, in a gesture of enlightened self-interest all 
too “rare these days, to pledge $250m |mullion| in 
direct support for the Ukrainian balance of payments 
in 1995. This contrasts not only with his predecessor's 
record (the ill-timed “chicken Kiev" speech of 1991 
is still not forgotten) but also with the more recent 
performance of the EU, which might be thought to have 
a more direct interest in Ukraine's survival. Britain and 
France for months delayed agreement on an EU loan of 
only Ecu85m, conditional on closure of the Chernoby! 
nuclear power plant. The condition is understandable, 
given the grim resonance of Chernobyl's name for the 
European public, but it would have made better sense 
to keep Chernoby! running, while insisting on stricter 
supervision procedures both there and in other plants of 
the same type. 


US confidence has been rewarded by the impressive 
firmness with which President Leonid Kuchma has pur- 
sued economic reform, and now also by his suppor 
for Nato enlargement — even though he must know 
Ukraine itself remains an unlikely candidate for mem- 
bership in the foreseeable future. He did say. however 
that expansion should be gradual and evolutionary. In- 
deed, no country has more to lose than Ukraine if over- 
hasty expansion should lead to a new confrontation be- 
tween the west and Russia. 
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Major: London Will Not Sign Social Chapter 
LD1 105173295 London PRESS ASSOCIATION 
in English 1549 GMT 11 May 95 


[By Trevor Mason, parliamentary chief reporter, PRESS 
ASSOCIATION News] 


{FBIS Transcribed Text] The Prime Minister today 
delivered a firm rebuke to EC president Jacques Santer 
over his claim that the EU faced collapse unless Britain 


accepted the Social Chapter. 


Despite Mr Santer’s warning yesterday, Mr Major 
vowed in the Commons that Britain will not sign up 


to the European Social Chapter either in the short or 
the long term. At question time, he insisted: “There ts 
no doubt right the way across the rest of the EU, the 
Social Chapter costs jobs. 

“Here it doesn’t cost jobs because we aren't a part of it. 


"I can reaffirm to the House that neither in the shor 
nor the long term will we become part of it.” He 
was replying to Peter Thuraham (C Bolton NE), who 
had urged Mr Major to congratulate Mr Chirac on his 
French Presidential victory but also “remind him how 
much better it is to be outside the Social Charter”. Mr 
Thurnham said this was especially so now that France 
had unemployment 50 percent higher than in Britain. 


Mr Santer said yesterday that Europe had to be stronger 
and more efficient, demonstrating greater solidarity in 
the interest of member states and their citizens. Unveil- 
ing the Commission's proposals for next year’s crucial 
imergovernmental conference on the EU's future, he 
sand Europe must streamline procedures even more and 
become more democratic and transparent in its affairs. 
And signalling a major battle to come with Britain, he 
sank: “The Commission ts against permanent opt-outs. 
We really don't want Europe a la carte.” Britain has an 
opt-out on social policy and has refused to commit itself 
to a single currency. 


To jeers from the Opposition benches, Winston 
Churchill (C Davyhulme) said the election results in 
France had shown that the French people “have no 
greater love of socialism than the British”. He urged 
the Prime Minister: “Will you neglect no opportunity 
to expose the fact that behind the innocent cherubic 
face that the Labour Party seeks to present to the 
world, is a party that over the (me it has been in 
government has wrecked the and damaged 
business confidence.” 


Mr Mayor sand he was quite rig he matter Labour 
governments have always been consistent on ts that 
unemployment has always gone up, interest rates have 
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gone up, taxes have gone up and prospects have gone 
down!” 


Government ‘Resisting’ Upgrading Sinn Fein Talks 
LD1 105184095 London PRESS ASSOCIATION 
in English 1645 GMT 11 May 95 


[By Deric Henderson, PRESS ASSOCIATION News] 


{[FBIS Transcribed Text] Ulster Secretary Sir Patrick 
Mayhew will not meet Gerry Adams until there is 
agreement on serious disarmament moves by the IRA. 


As Sinn Fein considered an offer from Northern Ireland 
minister Michael Ancram of new talks with Martin 
McGuinness in Belfast next week, the Government 
resisted the latest demands to upgrade the level of 
contact between the two sides. 


It was made clear in London and Belfast tonight that 
Downing Street policy on the question of weapons 
remained firm: no entry by Sinn Fein to substantive 
talks until there is some evidence of decommissioning. 


Sinn Fein is unlikely to announce a decision on the offer 
of a new date for more exploratory dialogue with Mr 
Ancram before the Government confirms Sir Patrick's 
refusal to meet Mr Adams. the party's president. ~ 


But it now looks almost certain that this critical Maye 
of the process will be long and difficult. 


A Whitehall source said Mr Ancram. who met Mr 
McGuinness on Wednesday [10 May]. “made it abv 
lutely clear to them what we mean by decommissioning. 


"It still holds. There is no change and there won't be.” 


The Sinn Fein delegation which met Mr Ancram at 
Stormont is considering a Government paper outlining 
proposals on how the terrorists can begin to get nid of 
their guns. 


But they — and representatives of loyalist paramilitaries 
— have already told the minister that decommissioning 
cannot possibly start in advance of any overall settle- 
ment. 


Mr McGuinness insisted today there should be no 
preconditions and accused the Government of using 
tactics which, he claimed, brought the developing peace 
process to a standstill. 
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Inge on Increasing UK-Russian Military Ties 
MS/205101395 London THE TIMES in English 
12 May 9S p 13 


|Report by Richard Beeston: “Britain is to Offer Military 
Training For Russian Forces” | 

[FBIS Transcribed Text] Moscow — Britain is planning 
to step up its military co-operation with Russia to an 
unprecedented level in spite of the continued conflict in 
Chechnya, Field Marshal Sir Peter Inge. the Chief of 
the Defence Staff, said yesterday during an official trip 
to Moscow. 

Sir Peter said in an interview that he had discussed with 
senior Russian officers a number of bilateral projects to 
strengthen military ties. These included a joint British- 
Russian exercise scheduled for next year in Russia; 
the enrolment of British officers in a Russian training 
programme for potential United Nations peacekeepers. 
and an invitation to middle-ranking Russian officers to 
train in Britain. 


"I think if we could get some of the younger officers 
over as a group, say of 40 to 60, and spread them 
throughout (the Armed Forces) they would really see 
and begin to understand us.” he said. “I do not think 
anyone has done it like that and I hope i will happen.” 


However, the British move appeared to be out of 
step with the policy of most Western nations, which 
have largely frozen contacts with the Russian military 
since the assault on Chechnya by Russian troops four 
months avo im which thousands of civilians were 
killed. The German Government, for instance, withdrew 
an invitation to Pavel Grachev, the Russian Defence 
Minister. who had been due to visit Germany shortly 
after he ordered the offensive. Denmark also suspended 
a planned military meeting with Russia, while America 
and France have maintained consistent public criticism 
of Moscow's actions. 

Among Western nations, Britain has emerged as one of 
the Kremlin's strongest supporters. 


The poit was underscored by John Major this week 
when he held short but friendly talks with President 
Yeltsin and attended a parade in Red Square, which was 
boycotted by the German and French leaders. Despite 
the Caucasus campaign and the extraordinary display of 
Russian military firepower during the VE-Day parade on 
Tuesday 19 May]. Sir Peter said that Britain should not 
regard Russia as a threat to its security. 


He sand that was vital to encourage bilateral ties 
between the Armed Forces, particularly since President 
Yeltsin accepted on Wednesday Nato’s Partnership 
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for Peace programme. which would give the Russian 
authorities a consultative role in the alliance. 
“Certainly we do not look upon Russia as a threat and 
I hope they do not look upon us as a threat.” he said, 
after meeting his opposite number in the Russia military 
and visiting an elite army base outside Moscow. 


Despite the poor performance of the Russian forces 
fighting in Chechnya, Sir Peter said that the Russian 


Army still maintained efficient and well-equipped forces 


"1 was clearly visiting a conscript army, there is a 
difference, but at the same time one which was well-led 
and motivated,” Sir Peter maintained. 


Official Stand on Lockerbie Film Criticized 


MS1205092895 London THE GUARDIAN in English 
12 May 95 p18 


[Letter by Allan Francovich, producer of film “The 
Maltese Double Cross”: “The Lockerbie Smears” | 


[FBIS Transcribed Text] The attacks by the UK and US 
authorities on my film The Maltese Double Cross (UK 
and US scorn Lockerbie film. May 11) are exactly what 
we predicted would happen. The aim ts to smear people 
in the film in order to divert attention from the mass of 
evidence that supports our claims. 

The film shows how Lockerbie was masterminded by 
Iran and Syria, not Libya, and that the bomb got on 
the plane through a botched US intelligence operation 
based on Middle East drugs and hostages. Element. 
within western intelligence knew what was happening 
but failed to act. The authorities can never admit this. 
as to do so would make Watergate look like a vicar’s 
tea party. 

The smears referred to have been circulating for years 
and have been used to attack anyone who has suggested 
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that US government agencies have dirty hands m the 
aftaw. The latest round of attacks was begun im a 
letter to Tam Dalyell MP by a Todd Leventhal. of 
the US Information Agency. who has the Orwellian 
title Program Officer for Countering Disinformation and 
Misinformation. It 1s disturbing that the supposedly 
independent Scottish Crown Office should choose to 
repeat Leventhal’s allegations without question. 


The full Crown Office statement states that the Lord 
Advocate deprecates all attempts to give a version of the 
Lockerbi hile crisninal lags ave pending. 
It goes on: “The proper place for such issues to be 
explored is in a criminal court.” 


This argument was substantially undermined on Novem. 
ber 15 1991, only a day after the indictments were ts- 
sued against the two Libyan accused. On that day the US 
State Department issued “tact sheets” which detailed the 
evidence against the two accused. The information they 
contained has been repeated in numerous media reports 
and at least two books published im the UK since that 
time. One of the media reports was an stem about how 
the Scottish and US authorities “solved” the Lockertie 
case, contained in a BBC “How Do They Do That” 
programme broadcast on February 15 1994. lt featured 
the former Chief Constable of Dumfries and Galloway. 
John Boyd. So far as we are aware, newher the Crown 
Othice nor the Lord Advocate ever msued similarly crit- 
ical statements against the BBC, John Boyd, or any of 
the other broadcasters, newspapers or book publishers 
whech have raked over the evidence. 


The Britesh and US authorities unsest that the Lockertie 
case ts still open. Yet during the months my team has 
been investigating the subject. not one approach has 
been made by these authorities to see any of the new 
evidence we have gathered. Is a any wonder that the 
Libyans are reluctant to stand tral om Scotland of the 
Us’ 





This reopen may cesta copyrighted maternal Copying and discminaton 
is prohibited without permissren of the Copyright owners 








16 GERMANY 


Article Views Clinton's Letter to Yeltsin 


AU1105174595 Frankfur/Main FRANKFURTER 
ALLGEMEINE in German Ii May 9S p 2 


[Report by “C.G.": “Clinton's Letter to Yeltsin “Did Not 
Contain’ an Offer of NATO Membership to Russia™| 


{[FBIS Translated Text] Bonn, 10 May — Chancellor 
that President Yeltsin wants a close and good relation- 
ship between Russia and Germany. Kohl noted that ut 
was a “deliberate demonstration” that he was the only 
guest attending the ceremonies in Moscow who was em- 
braced by Yeltsin when he was welcomed. It was being 
said in Bonn on Wednesday | 10 May] that Kohl believes 
that the course of the meeting indicates that Russia not 
only wants to maintain a direct relationship with the 
United States, but also with Germany. In a short con- 
versation, Yeltsin vowed Russia's weil-known concerns 
about NATO's castward expansion: Kohl responded by 
pointing out that, following the meeting. he was con- 
fident that a summut could result in greater clarity. it 
was being said in Bonn that Kohl had restricted him- 
self to general issues, but it was made sufficiently clear 
that the chancellor ruled out a right of veto for Rus- 
sia concerning the admission of the states of Eastern 
and Central Europe to X..TO. Kohl has been lobbying 
everywhere for patience to be shown vis-a-vis Russia. 
because Yeltsin faces domestic political challenges. For 
that reason, one should not be too eager to condemn the 
shrill tones emanating from Moscow and should coum 
much more on there being “movement once again tel 
lowing the Russia 9 May ceremomes and the mectiny 
with Clinton. 

Yeltsin responded — as has been reported — tw the 
reservations that Kohl expressed about «arin Chechnya 
by saying that he was working on “the faviest possible 
resolution” of the conflict. Kohl sad that Moscow's 
actions in the Caucasus could create strams and that 
is why it is important for Yeltsin's am! Russia's mmage 
that things should not carry on im the same way Kohl 
avowed linking his objections concerning Chechnya to 
threats of economic of financial sanctions 


Kohl Jid not speak to Clinton about the content of the 
latter's letter to Yeltsin in Moscow. According to US 
newspaper reports. the letter has caused contusion in the 
West and in Germany, because if is supposed to state 
that Russia's admission to NATO ts theoretically poss. 
ble. The U.S. side has denied this, but Clinton security 
adviser Lake said that if Moscow signs the “partnership 
for peace” with NATO. then Russia. like any other state. 
could apply for memberstup. The chancetlery stated that 
there was not enough time in Moscow for Kohl to rane 
the issue with Clinton. A US. offer of Ruswan NATO 
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membership “was clearly rejected” ecarler. ht was also 
being said in the chancellery and Foreign Ministry on 
Wednesday that the government was still not famil- 
tar with the content of the letter. Following questions 
through diplomatic channels and NATO headquarters in 
Brussels, Washington justified its actions by saying that 
the letter primarily dealt with bilateral issues involving 
the United Siates and Russia — such as the treatment 
of Iran. 


NATO gave the United States a leadership role in prepa- 
rations for the summit meeting. said the chancellery. As 
long as the United States draws the allies and the gov- 
its leadership role would not be called into question. 
Germany 1s also involved in preparations for yount un- 
dertakings. “The United States must know that NATO 
membership for Russia is not an issue at the present 
tume.” Contacts with Washingt cre functioning at the 
working level. The chaacellery he: also drawn attention 
to the “many conversations” betwen Kohl and Clinton. 
Clinton has show psychological skill in hes treatment of 
Russia, because Russia feel that its status has been raised 
through “negotiations between one world power and an- 
other world power.” However, thes kind of impression 
should not be created at the expense of partners. 


At the Kretii taaquet, Foreign Minister Kinkel sat 
at one table slong with Foreign Minister Kovyrey 
and Foreign Secretary Christopher: They primarily dis- 
cussed Bosma and spoke briefly about Chechnya. When 
Konkel mentwomed the “peremptory tones” emanating 
fromm Moscow with regard to NATO's eastward expan- 
sion, Kovyreyv responded that the different views on this 
issue had been talked about often enough Kinkel said 
that the tone of Russia's recent statements was mappro- 
priate. it was serving to undermine the confidence that 
had developed. Nothing should occur within the “Euro- 
pean security architecture” without Russia. Doubts were 
expressed in Bonn Wednesday about whether at the din- 
ner. Kinkel had discussed the proposal that a charter 
should be signed between the NATO states and Russia 
4 “stratege: partnership” concluded. Kinkel ts said to 
have concentrated on Russia's real interests lying in the 
held of eoonome cooperation in order to consolidate 
Russia's position. Links through economic cooperation 
with the EU. the G-7 countries, the World Trade Organ- 
ivatwn, and a planned worldwide institution to replace 
the former COCOM [Coordinating Committee for Mul 
tlateral Export control] system for trade with the cast 
is more mmpertant than NATO issues, because drawing 
Russia inte the glohal economy promotes security 


Kinkel did not ask Christopher about the NATO pas. 
sages im Clinton's letter to Yeltsen. The Forengn Min. 
ify was more oF less sateshied with US. statements 
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that the letter did not contain an offer of a “full mem- 
bership option.” but only a declaration on an intent to 
hold talks with Moscow about an expansion castward 
not being directed against Russia. it was said in Bonn 
that NATO had discussed the contents of Clinton's let- 
ter to Yeltsin before it was dispatched. The discussions 
focussed on the “core of a new European security ar- 
chitecture.” Clinton then “sucked in” ideas for the letter 
from the discussions. As the text was not shown af- 
terwards, it can be assumed that “it did not contain” 
a proposal of Russian membership. The United States 
cannot bypass its NATO partners, because the expan- 
sion of the Alliance is a consensus issue and requires 
the approval of all the members. To the extent that the 
Alliance spoke about the United States’ ideas regarding 
the declaration for the close of the Moscow summit, it 
could only have discussed points affecting all the part- 
ners, but not bilateral issues involving the two states. It 
was stated in Bonn that: "We assume that the United 
States is not arousing expectations on the pan of Russia 
that cannot be fulfilled and would cause irritation within 
the Alliance.” 


Despite US. denials, Bonn knows that the current ideas 
about criteria for NATO expansion have not resulted 
in any final views, but show that the United States is 
open to ideas about what kind of security agreements 
could be reached with Russia as a member. This aspect 
of U.S. thinking indicates that Russia's membership of 
NATO its not something that can be ruled out. There 
is an “open debate” on the issue. At the present time. 
the Europeans have come out against Russian mem 
bership of NATO. Russia wants a return to a bilateral 
relationship with the United States. one that will swe 
the “two great powers talking to cach other” However. 
the United States wants to draw in the Western bure 
pean partners if only because they have to come up with 
money and aid for Russia. Kinkel’s position is sand to 
be that irrespective of whether Russia should become 
a full member or not, a European architecture mets. 
ing a charter between NATO members and Russia ts a 
priority. CDU/CSU [Christian Democratic Union/Chiis- 
tian Social Union| Bundestag Group Deputy Chairman 
Seiters quoted Defense Minister Ruche ay saying that 
Russia's admission as full member would tear apart the 
Alliance. 


Speaking to this newspaper. Foreign Ministry State 
Minister Hoyer said that if Washington really offers 
Russia admission, then the United Siates would lose 
credibility vis-a-vis Western Europe and the states of 
Central and Eastern Europe “that are counting on NATO 
and the United States.” Russia cannot expect Western 
Europe to provide economic and technological and “if 
one wants to return to great power bipolarity in terms of 
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security policy.” Hoyer san that one must not only help 
Russia to deal with its economic problems. but also to 
close psychological wounds. However, there ts conc orn 
that Poland's wounds in this regard will reopen. “There 
is a limit to what one can expect of the countries of 
Central and Eastern Europe ; one should not discourage 
those who embarked on the path leading to our values 
many years ago.” Hoyer pointed out that the NATO 
treaty states that values such as democracy and human 
rights are a criterion for membership. Poland's fears of 
being left high and dry by the West are justified. The 
“caravan 1s on tts way.” but there is lathe time Icft to 
lose. Hoyer said: “We cannot think in terms of powers. 
but in terms of values; Germany ts the advocate of the 
legitimate interests of its neighbors.” There will be a 
great danger if a trend develops that will disrupt the 
relationship between values and interests. That ts why 
it ts all the more important to achieve rapid progress 
with the eastward expansion of the EU, because that 1s 
simpler than NATO's expanswn, he sand 


Kinkel: Embargo on Cuba ‘Counterproductive’ 
AUI105134795 Duesseldorf HANDELSBLATT 
in German 11 Mav 95 pil 


|Report by Joachim Hoemg: “Kinkel Considers US 
Embargo Inappropriate Measure” | 


|FBIS Transtated Text} Duesseldorf, 10 May — Mining 
and tournst compames in-Canada, Spain, and Mexico 
are worned about the consequences that a possible 
tightening of the US. trade embargo against Cuba could 
have Initiated by the Republicans, who are holding a 
majority in the US. Congress, both houses are to discuss 
a tightening of the sanctions to include firms from third 
COUNTTICs 


In specific terms, thes could mean that the US. Ad. 
ministration could make domg business in the United 
Sates difficult for German firms that have representa. 
tions there and do business with Cuba of want to invest 
there. The number of yount ventures with foreign compa 
mes has increased to over 180 in Cuba since the country 
opened its markets. 


Talking to HANDELSBLATT, Forengn Minister Klaus 
Kinkel sand that the EU and the United States have 
adopted different measures to get the Cuban Govern. 
ment to make a peaceful transition to a saciety char 
acterived by democracy and the market economy. ~To- 
gether with our partners in the EU. we think that a trade 
embargo ts not a suitable measure.” Kinkel sand Coer 
cive Measures tend to be counter-productive. Also. the 
EU rejects any measures that are inconsistent with WTO 
|Workd Trade Organization] regulations 
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that exchange goods or services 

Cuba differ in their views on the embargo policy 
What becomes apparent is a general uncertainty and 
restraint when it comes to discussing business with 
Cuba. Yet, they say that since its opening to the West 


Gewnan- Coben ents ection, & wil ont be pou 


to settle the claims. But Cuba has not paid up yet. 
The precondition for resuming the Hermes guarantees 
is that Havana settles «ts arrears with Germany and the 
members of the Paris Club. o 


So far the Cuban Government has not been prepared 
to consider the arrears that the Federal Republic has 
taken over from the former GDR as debts owed tw 
Bonn, Hans-Martin Burkhardt, head of the America de- 
partment in the Economics Ministry. adds. In additwn. 
the United States is blocking the establishing of official 
contacts between the IMF and Havana. although IMF 
representatives have already advised the government in 
Havana on economic questions on an informal level. 


According to the general trend of the strong decrease in 
Cuba's trade after the collapse of COMECON. 


Germany's trade with Cuba also saw a strong decline 
between 1989 and 1993. The country lacks foreign 
currency to maintain production and supplies. In 1994. 
German exports stabilized at DM65 (1993: 65) million. 
Imports went up by 37 percent to DM48 (35) million. 
There has also been an upward trend in Cuba's income 
derived from German tourists, which rose to DM92 
million in 1993. 

Main exports are pharmaceuticals. medical apphances 
and parts, and fertilizers. Some 20 German companies 
have their own subsidiaries in Cuba, but only few of 
them employ German personnel. Hoechst. Bayer. and 


in profits in the United States, do not venture into 
the Cuban business for fear of sanctions, although 
everybody knows that there is a great deal of catching 
up to do in view of the outdated production plants and 
the weak infrastructure. But there have only been a 
few isolated cases where Washington has exerted direct 


pressure on German companies. 


The Duesseidorf-based airline LTU does not think that 
U.S. sanctions against companies from third countries 
will be successful, LTU spokesman Wolfgang Osinksi 
says. LTU provides several regular flights a week to 
destinations in Cuba and the United States. LTU's 
subsidiary LTI has hotels in both countries. 


Alfred G. Groschinski, head of the Structured Commod- 
ity Trade Finance Department at Duesseldorf’ s WestLB 


for- 
de> cumin an tun to Ot cae ee at 
in mining. The bank safeguards the financing of sup- 
ples of pesticides, fertilizers, and mining supplies by 


nancing transactions through purchasing guarantees. 
The WestLB’s major competitor in such transactions in 
Cuba ts the Dutch ING Bank, which established its own 
representation in Havana six months ago. Groschinski 
reports that the overwhelming majority of his customers 
are foreign compames. “German industry still has a lot 
of catching up to do.” he states. 


Yet there ts a small ray of hope that German-Cuban 
trade relations could return to normal. The Economics 
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Ministry reports that apart from equal treatment of 
German and Cuban investors, all aspects of a bilateral 


Speech by Czech Prime Minister ‘Positive Signal’ 


AUO905143595 Frankfur/Main FRANKFURTER 
ALLGEMEINE in German 9 May 9S p 4 


[Repon by “sto.”: “Pleasantries Between Bonn and 
Prague” | 

{[FBIS Translated Text} Bonn, 8 May — In Germany. 
Czech Prime Minister Klaus has received applause for 
his words of regret at the ingustice that Germans suffered 
in Czechoslovakia after the war. Lamers, foreign policy 
spokesman of the Christian Democratic Union (CDUY 
Christian Social Union [CSU] Bundestag Group, said 
that Klaus” speech on the weekend [6-7 May] is “deci- 
sive” for German-Czech relations. In Germany, one has 
to “acknowledge and pay tribute” to the fact that Klaus 
found the courage to voice apologetic words about the 
expulsion of the Sudeten Germans, particularly since 
the topic is very delicate in the Czech Republic. That 
counts all the more because, in some cases in former 
called for at least moral rehabilitation, he said. 


On behalf of the Christian Social Union ICSU}. foe 
aap tevausd, ob cpu qeutions om enw be patients 
clarified.” The Foreign Ministry in Bonn welcomed the 
speech as a “remarkable. positive signal” 


Meanwhile, on the SOth anniversary of the end of the 
war in Aussig an der Elbe (Usti nad Labem). Klaus 
deplored the expulsion of the Sudeten Germans. but he 
added that it has to be judged in the light of those days 
In 1945, it was difficult to ascertain the indivedual puslt 
of the Sudeten Germans. Klaus sani according to the 
Czech news agency, CTK. 


In the Chancellor's Office in Bonn. for which German. 
Czech relations are of “utmost importance” because of 
thew sensitiveness, it 1s now hoped that “before the end 
of this year” it will be possible to decrsively mmprove 
the so far reserved bilateral relations. For this purpose. 
from the Czechs’ point of view, a humanitanan gesture 
for the victims of the Nazi dictatorstup on Crech soul 
is the most important prerequisite. According to official 
information from Py~gue, a symbohe contribution from 
Germany for the almost 12.000 victims who currently 
get financial compensation from the Cvech state 1 at 
issue. 

In Germany, however, with the CSU's support. the 
Sudeten Germans, most of whom were cxpelled to 
Bavaria, imsist that the German victims of somlar 
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styustice also have to benefit from such compensation 
The Sudeten Germans port out that, according to the 
Crech compensation law. Jews and Germans are not 
entitled to a even if they had and sull have Crech 


cuizenship 


The Sudeten German Landsmannaschaft (SL) recalls 
that Czechoslovak citizens of German ongin were also 
victoms of the Nazis. Death, suffering. and forced labor 
in the tee of expulsion also must not be left out in the 


question of compensation. 


A central controversial pout in (Sudeten) German- 
Czech relations 1s the lawfulness of the so-called Benes 
decrees. The Sudeten Germans invest that expulsion and 
the thousands of capital cromes committed in connection 
with it must no longer be regarded as legal according to 
these decrees. They are. above all, interested in moral 
rehabilitation. 


However, littl seems to have moved so far m thes 
question in Prague. particularly since Klaus also ruled 
out the Sudeten German's “collective” mght to return 
to their old homeland im his speech in Furth im Wald 
at the weekend. However. a 1s beheved in Bonn that 
Prague will recomuder tts position, the Czech Republic 
wants to become a EU member and, in that case. ut has 
to gramt the nght of establishunent anyway 


On ® May. Klaus’ words on Furth are the first sign of 
such comderations. Lamers. who rs seeking solutions in 
talks with Prague government members, announced that 
the speech will be “rewarded.” Now ut will be possible 
“te get closer to each other.” In addition to the questions 
of history and ‘norals, maternal ports of controversy. up 
to the treatment of Sudeten German property. are also 
at issu 


bumt reactions of Sudeten Germans to Klaus’ speech 
were positive. It was stated that i 1s a step im the mght 
direction, though a rather small one. 


Hopes are based on the passage where Klaus advocates 
that the “establishment of closer ties” between those 
expelled from ther home and Cvechs be made easier. At 
the same tune, however, it ts noted that he still avoided 
the concepts of “expulsson” and “Sudeten Germans.” Hes 
words were indefinite. Now his subsequent deeds will 
he important. t was stated 


The Landvnanawhalt tends to take a critical wew of 
the crtizenstup tor indivedual Sudeten Germans, which 
ts vaguely put up for drscusseon by the Crech side: it 
would only make sense for cxapellees who are willing 
to return if they were permetted to keep thew German 
citizenship However. so far a dual citivenshup has been 
unkoauwn on Prague's legal system. It would be more 
mpertant to antoipate future European standards lt 
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must, above all, become possible to establesh schools 
with German as language of instruction. However, thes 
ts Currently not even possibie for the 100,000 Germans 
who are still living in the Czech Republic. 

In the first place, however. i bothers the Sudeten 
Germans that the crimes that Klaus has now deplored in 
public must not be juridically prosecuted im the Crech 
Republic because of the Benes decrees. As long as no 
agreement is achieved on the injustice of expulsion, 
relations between Germany and the Czech Republic will 
continue to be cold, it is stated in the Sedeten German 
House in Munich. 

against “setting lutle store by small steps.” Since Klaus 
has now advocated an “individual approach to a solu- 
tion,” he has admitted “that there is a problem that has 
to be solved.” Schmudt poited out thai, ewen one year 
ago, Klaus’ latest comments were inconceivable. Czech 
Presidem Havel'’s speech in Prague, which disappointed 

many people in Germany. “has got the issue going.” 


North Rhine. estphalian Election Campaign 
Viewed 


9SP20759 


[FBIS Media Note] The 14 May Landtag clections 
in North Rhine-Westphalia (NRW). Germany's most 
populous state (1993: 17.1 million), will pat Chancellor 
Helmut Kohl's Christian Democratic Union (CDU) 
against the Social Democratic Party (SPD). which has 
led the state government for nearly three decades. The 
election will also show whether the Free Democratn 
Party (FDP) will be able to end its string wf defeats om 
state elections. 

A scam three weeks before the election. Bonn’. 24 April 
GENERAL- ANZEIGER noted that the parties were 
pressed to bring some momentum into the campangn 
and asserted that clection fever had met yet struck. 
The paper cited polls giving the SPD SO) percent of 
the vote, but noted that the party feels an M)-percent 
voter turnout is needed to do that well. Conversely. 
the paper stated, most observers agree that the FDP's 
“only chance of returning to the Landtag will be if 
voter turnout is low.” A search for campaign meues has 
led the CDU to emphasize the need to combat violent 
crime, while the SPD is stressing continuity on office as 
a strength. relying strongly on the personal popularity of 
SPD Minister. President Johannes Rau. the paper sand 
Raw has also benefitted from his current presadency of 
the Bundesrat. and from the media coverage of bis pre- 
Easter trip to the Middle Eant 
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In the 24 Apnl FRANKFURTER ALLGEMLINE. Al- 


In a commentary fix the 22 April FRANKFURTER 
ALLGEMEINE., Schaeffer noted that the clection cam- 


are going. and the opposition relentlessly revealing how 
bad things are for the area. In this instance. the CDU has 
been emphasizing the madequacy of the pole to siem 
violent crime in NRW. The newt few weeks. Schactter 
noted, will determine whether internal security Concerns 
can be made the decisive msue in the campangn He went 
on to assent that “such shrill tones. which are not un. 
controversial even in the CDU's own ranks. may spring 
from a certam resignation that the argument about a 
democracy thriving on change has not cut any we with 
the voters in past elections.” The CDU has felt the ef- 
fects of a lack of voter interest in state politics and 
a drop m party contributions wace the 1990 clection 
There ts a widely held perception that mmportant dect- 
seoms are made on Bonn rather than in Duesseldorf Theres 
makes st difficult for the state-level CDU to attract atten- 
thom. a problem also facing the two minor parties in the 
state legrslature. the Alliance 90/Greens and the FDP 
These two have been making overtures to the SPD for 
coalition status, on the event the SPD does not achieve 
the expected absolute mayonty. and thrs. too, obstructs 
the CDU clection campaign and potential. 


The 28 April left-of-center FRANKFURTER RUND- 
SCHAU noted that polls were unanimous im predicting 
the CDU would garner less than 40 percent of the up- 
coming vote. The RUNDSCHAU derided a meeting of 
the CDU shadow cabinet called by Helmut Linssen, the 
candalate for menmter-president. as “playing at govern- 
img in NRW.” and reminded readers that the SPD's Raw 
had been heading the real state government for 17 years 
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Artictes Review Clinton-\ eltsin Summit 


‘Shadow of Przviows Summits’ 


BRIIOSI3S49S Paris LE FIGARO in French 
I] May 9S p2 


[Article by Baudouin Bollaert: “NATO: Russia and the 
United States in Stalemate™| 

{[FBIS Translated Text! Bill Clinton acd Boris Yeltsin 
appeared yesterday to be reenacting the US.-USSR 
summits of yore. But times have changed. The old 
Cold War balance of power has vanished. There is 


plans. Such enlargement ts. a- 
cording to the NEW YORK TIMES. the “cornerstone” 
of Washington's Guropean policy. Which does not make 
things any caver — esther with Moscow. with ots talk 
of “Cold Peace.” or Eastern European countries. caret 


to speed up the process. 


A clumsy move on the part of the United States’ Net 
necessarily. Poland. Hungary. and the Crech Republa 
on the one hand, and Ruwia on the other hand have 
opposite hopes. For the White Howse — Gabriel Robin. 
former Freach ambassador t: NATO. explains — the 
main thing is to remain the “referee” of “such hasan” 
and “such contradictions.” 


In this contest Bill Clinton needs to play tor me. Thes 
is why WASHINGTON POST allegateons that he told 
Russia st could become a full member of the alliance — 
without even consulting other NATO members — have 
been flatly denied. But not before they created quite a 
stir in Germany... 

In fact the U.S. President wrote to Bors Yeltun ne 
advance of yesterday's meeting to “reawure” hun and 
promise that enlargement of the Atlante alliance would 
neither be carned out “in a hasty fasteon” aor aga 
Russia. This is a way of avosing spelling owi NATO's 
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“Neither Veto Nor Surprise” 


In return sor hes benevolence Bill Clinton wants the 
Kremlin to sign an individual Partnerstup tor Peace 
program as well as a specific declaration on relations 
between Moscow and the alliance. The m a way of 
acknowledging that Russa has a part to play mm security 
matters on the old continent. so as to make it feel that 
ts not “under siege” from a hostile and tentacled 
NATO... 


Such an approach is very similar to that developed by 
the EU mm Carcassonne [France] m March the year 
The Fifteen then adopted the French wea of a char. 
ter between Russia and the Atlanta alliance pron sding 
for penadic politcal consultations and a nonaggreswon 
pact. Thes charter would be negotiated on parallel with 
NATO enlargement. This 5 a concept that can be ex. 
pressed as “newther veto mw surprive © ao Rawuan obsta 
cles to enlargement. and no mapa inetiative on the part 
of NATO without comsultahons with Moscow While 
attractive. thes concept has failed to completely con- 
vince Bors Yeltsin. “My position remaoms unchanged.” 
he sand yesierday No “discrimination.” no ” perpetuation 
of blacks.” He well drcuss the me agam m june a 
the Halifax G-7 sumeut. Wathout undue have 


BRIIOSI4389S Paris LIBERATION in French 
11 May 9S pa ; 


|Aricle by Bernard Cohen “Bite-Sived Conceswon 
brom Veltun te Claten”| 


[PRIS Teamstated Tew] The fourth summer hetecen 
Berns Yeltun and Bill Clinton had barely begun yes- 
terday when andes termed a a “difficult” one And the 
US. Present «as indeed grim- faced when he came out 
of bes three-hour, one-on-one mecting with hry Ruwuan 
coumerpart. even though he did get Moscow to forge its 
plan to supply to iran a centrifugal machine used to en- 
rh uranm tor melstary purposes Bill Clinton has been 
accusing Tehran of trymg to burld auclear weapons As 
hor Bors Yeltson. when asked by a journalist whether 
canceling thes delivery was not tantamount to yielding 
to) imternateenal pressure. he had the anvwer “We are 
nt scared by threats” 


So the “honeymoon” between Moscow and Washing 
ton. knungly mamtaned snce 1991, ms now over But 
why’ Not because the Rasswan Army has been volat 
mg human roghts on Chechaya for the last five months 
Bill Chaten aad Secretary of State Warren Chreto 
pher ded ask the Russwans to estabinh a permanent 
cease-fire” but they studiously avoned contradicting 
Mandan Kremlin doctrine which states that the tate of 
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to “amend” the contract while saying that hypothetical 
“specifics” would have to be identified by a task force 
established under the supervision of US. Vice Prew- 
dem Al Gore and Russian Prime Minister Viktor Cher- 
nomyrdin 

“This contract does include aspects that pertain to crvil- 
tan nuclear energy. and others that pertain to military 
nuclear energ, and the latter have been canceled.” is 
all the Russian president had to say as a “concession” 
to Washington. Sull, « was not just yesterday that the 
Russian Government discovered such “mulitary aspects” 
which # was knowingly preparing to provide to Iran's 
rulers. 

Differences on NATO enlargement to include Central 
European countnes are another reason for the compar- 
atively colder relations between the two countnes Bill 
Clinton indirectly admitted that « was no we trying 
to bully Russia into accepting. let alone jounmng. a new 
NATO. since “NATO's own members have yet to agree 
on the new direction.” As for Boris Yeltsin. he has the 
ume: “We shall discuss thes agai at the next G-7 meet 
ing in Halifax, in Canada” (the annual meeting. to be 
held in June, of the world’s mont highly mdusinalired 
nations, a club of which Russa ts het yet a full mem 
ber — LIBERATION editor's note) “and tf necemary. 
im November on the occasion of the fiticth anniversary 
of the foundation of the United Nations ~ On this moue. 
Russia has gradually moved trom a cautmusly defensive 
position to aggressive critecrwm: “After all.” whispers a 
Russian diplomat, “NATO is a structure inherited trom 
the Cold War and made obsolete by changes in Europe 
and throughout the world. Why cling to the past. why 
remain trapped im treaties such as the one on the re. 
duction of conventional arms which was signed by the 
USSR, and not by the new Rusia” 


Each camp tends to view the acrimonious summit ay re. 
flecteng imernal pressures the other has to accommadate 
And yet, Chechnya has conclusively shown to the White 
House that the Kremlin and Rusa s Defense Ministry 
hardly need any pressure on the part of ultranatwnal. 
ists to take on ncoumpernalist attitudes A more percep 
tive analysis may be that of the daily ROSSISKAYA 
GAZETA newspaper, which wrote the following a few 
days before the Moscow summit: “Even though Bill 
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Claten may personally acknowledge that Rusua has 
gone more than halfway toward mecting the West. he 
ts forced into to a different attitude by the Republican 
majonty as well as the US. election scheduled for next 


year. 


A “global security” zone in Europe which « scems 
cannot be established. utterly divergent approaches to 
emerging powers such as Iran, a superficial agreement 
on the continuation of nuclear disarmament which still 
fasts to address the dangers of uncontrolled. 1f more or 
less Mate-sponsored. proliferation — the outcome of the 
fourth Chaton- Yeltsin summut ts hardly reassuring. even 
though the Unued States and Russia did finally reach 
an agreement on the interpretation of the 1972 treaty on 
One “casual” remark made by the US. Pressdent at the 
jount press conference may cxplamn the wrong notes in 
thes dialogue between world powers: “We still anced 
to reflect on ways to address what is gomg to be the 
21st century's mam danger.” he admitted, “that ts. the 
ruse of terronsm and orgamzed crime as well as the 
probferation of mass destruction weapons which they 
might appropriate © 


*‘Disappoiatment’ t upressed 
BRIIOSI4489S Paris LA TRIBUNE DESFOSSES 
in French 11 May 9S p 40 


|Artcle by Dame! Vigneron: “Gas Centrifuge: Yeltun 
Yrelds to Clinton's Pressure™|] 


|P BIS Translated Text] Yesterday in Moscow. after 
a teow hour decuwion with brs Russian counterpart, 
Hill Cloaten barely avowed bemg humilated. At the 
US. Prevwdent’s mustence. Bors Yeltsin agreed to 
recomder the terms of the nuclear couperation Moscow 
has entered inte with Iran. Specifically, the Ruswan 
presaiemt agreed not to sell to Iran a gas centrifuge 
which may be wed to ennch uramum for military 
purpernes. Up to then the Russians had demed that 
vewh a we was possible. Then in one of his customary 
reversals. Yeltun admutted yesterday that “the contract 
dues include provisons both for military and peaceful 
nuclear energy. The military part of the contract has 
now been canceled, and the remanung part ts the crvihan 
plant with its prewunved water reactors.” 


In fact. Moscow does not have to cancel anything as no 
hrm agreement on the sale of the centrifuge had been 
concluded im the frat place. Meanwhile the contract 
— worth one tilhon dollars — actually entered into 
with Tehran romans unchanged. The Rusuans will 
only agree to letung a pont Rawsan-US. commesion 
take a look af some sections of the agreement. As 
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terminated, he saved his face. Especially since Bill 
Clinton can also boast of achieving an “agreement” 
on the interpretation of the 1972 treaty on antiballistic 
missiles, as well as continued talks on the treaty for 
the reduction of conventional forces in Europe which 
Moscow wants amended to reficct the new reality 

the collapse of the Warsaw Pact. Regarding 
Russia’s domestic politics, the U.S. President said that 
he was happy with his counterpart’s commitment to 


§ 
2, 


On the other hand, Bill Clinton was unable to sway his 
host over the other two major international issues on the 
agenda. On Chechnya the U.S. President urged Yeltsin 
“to ensure that the cease-fire is extended indefinitely so 


a "speedy resolution of the conflict.” Response: Some 
military forces have been withdrawn and replaced with 
Interior Ministry troops attempting to disarm “terrorist 
gangs.” “Continued fighting is a cause for major con- 
cern throughout the world,” Bill Clinton merely noted. 
One is in no doubt that Boris Yeltsin will bear this 
in mind... Last, Russia’s position vis—vis NATO's en- 
largement plans is “unchanged” — that is. antagonistic 
— and “several questions remain unanswered.” the Rus- 
So Bill Clinton was not made a fool of. But there was no 
real revival of U.S.-Russian cooperation. and defining 
a new international security system remains wishtul 
thinking. This is enough of a disappointment to justify 
the position of those in Washington who failed to see 
the point of such a summit. 


Article Speculates on Chirac’s Nuclear Policy 


BRI 105140795 Paris LIBERATION in French 
I] May 95 p4 


[Article by Jean Guisnel: “Chirac in Spotlight Over 
Nuclear Tests”] 


[FBIS Translated Text] On a planet once again troubled 
by the issue of nuclear weapons, the question of French 
nuclear tests, which have been banned since 1992 
following a decision to that effect made by the outgoing 
president of the Republic, has rudely forced its way back 
to the front of the stage. The new French president will 
quickly have to decide whether or not such tests should 
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be resumed. The initiative to do so will be entirely in 
his hands as soon as he becomes the master of the 
nuclear deterrent, the sole person to make decisions on 
unleashing nuclear firepower and everything that goes 
along with it. The Defense Council, which will no doubt 
meet within the first few days of his seven-year mandate, 
will probably touch on the issue, but it merely plays a 
consultative role. 


Ever since the day in June 1993 when he provoked 
a violent clash during a lunch held for the leaders of 
the National Assembly majority, which was accused 
of not having fought against the ban imposed on 
nuclear tests by Francois Mitterrand, Jacques Chirac 
has demonstrated a lively interest in this issue. On 
the strength of the opinions presented to him by 
the representatives of the Directorate for the Use of 
Patents for Military Purposes from the Atomic Energy 
Commissariat [CEA], he went on to confirm on 7 
October 1993 that: “If France wants to retain a credible 
deterrent weapon, it must proceed to make 10 or 20 
additional test firings before proceeding to simulations.” 


These supposedly indispensable "10 to 20” firings — or 
merely “one dozen or so” according to some experts 
— would occur within the context of two different 

s. The first has to do with the testing of 
the TN-75 nuclear warhead fitted to M-45 strategic 
missiles used to arm the latest generation of missile- 
launching nuclear submarines in the “le Triomphant"” 
series. However, for what are mainly bureaucratic 
reasons, this warhead, which is considered to be totally 
reliable by the naval personnel who would have to use 
it. must undergo final tests to verify its reliability before 
it can be declared ready to be taken into service. 


However tests, which are no doubt necessary, are not 
always indispensable. French Defense Minister Francois 
Leotard, a warm adherent of tests who claimed in 
1993 that no weapon in the world had been declared 
operational before undergoing lengthy testing, had no 
doubt forgotten that the bomb dropped on Hiroshima 
had never been tested by the Americans, unlike the 
one dropped on Nagasaki which was the fruit of 
different techmcal choices. The Israeli nuclear weapon, 
the quality of which is not doubted by anyone, and 
which acts as an effective deterrent for the state of Israel, 
has most probably never been tested either, except 
perhaps in 1977, with South Africa's help. 


The second program for which the experts are calling for 
new test firings involves the preparation of simulations. 
The Palen program, the purpose of which is to perfect 
nuclear weapons without resorting to actual explosions, 
is making use of new technologies. in particular a 
“megajoule” superlaser which Edouard Balladur decided 
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only very recently to acquire. Unless experts were to 
decide to resort to U.S. technology, final nuclear tests 
are necessary to perfect the procedures involved. This 
technology, which Washington is currently offering on a 
platter, but which Paris is scornfully declining to accept 
in the name of national independence, was perfected 
by U.S. atomic scientists in the 1980's. So why did 
the CEA and the French Armed Forces not commit 
themselves to following this path before the fall of the 
Berlin Wall? This is such a brazen question that nobody 
moving in the circles involved is prepared to ask it. 
Nevertheless Jacques Chirac has watered down his 
views since the first statements he made on this whole 
issue. During his election campaign he said that he had 
decided to take the advice of experts before proceeding 
to make up his own mind. So the issue is still wide open, 
as those close to the new president confirm: No decision 
will be made before fresh opinions have been solicited 
and the president has been briefed — in his capacity 
as the president, rather than merely as a presidential 
candidate — on the facts about the problems raised in 
this context. 


Should he decide to resume the activities of the Pacific 
Testing Center on the Mururoa Atoll, the window of op- 
portunity for testing would definitely be narrow before a 
major new deadline, narnely the conclusion next year of 
the Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty conference, which 
will be held in Geneva and should ratify the definitive 
end of nuclear tests by all states. 


In Geneva, underpinning the calls of their nuclear 
scientists, the French called for a threshold to be decided 
which would permit the parties signing the treaty to 
proceed with tests involving warheads with a total 
power of less than one kiloton. These boust two special 
characteristics: First, they are of roughly the same 
order in terms of power as the warheads used by the 
French; second, explosions of this size are virtually 
undetectable. However, in Geneva the French did not 
convince anybody. It is in the light of all these facts that 
Jacques Chirac will reach a decision “in all honesty,” but 
in a more leisurely manner. 


Jospin’s ‘New Left’ Political Culture Viewed 
95P20769A 


[FBIS Media Note] Socialist Party (PS) candidate Li- 
onel Jospin’s victory in the first round of the presi- 
dential elections was not solely the result of his being 
the socialist candidate in a system where the traditional 
cleavage between the Right and the Left stil! persists. 
asserted historian Pierre Rosanvallon in the 4 May Puris 
daily LIBERATION. Neither did it stem from “personal 
charisma.” In Rosanvalion’s view, Jospin won because, 
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in his “discreet and modest, but solid and credible” way, 
he began expressing the formula for a new political 
culture of the Left following the political and intellec- 
tual impasse reached by the PS at the end of President 
Francois Mitterrand’s second seven-year term. While 
the Left had partially renounced its archaic economic 
“catechism,” it had done so at the cost of accepting a 
certain drift. After the beginning of the 90's, the Left's 
only real program was “simply to last,” wrote Rosan- 
vallon. It was not sufficient to return to the traditional 
values of the Left to solve the impasse. Jospin achieved 
it because of his practical ability to exert a “noiseless 
personal alchemy” that slowly produced the expected 
result of creating a “third Left” at this historic time. An 
atalysis of this new culture reveals four major charac- 
teristics. 

First, there was a clear generational change. In the 
last two months, the French no longer saw on their 
TV screens those who embodied the traditional Left. 
Figures such as Martine Aubry and Dominique Strauss- 
Kahn emerged. Others who figured in the campaign, 
from Robert Badinter and Marie-Claire Mendes-France 
to Michel Rocard and Jacques Delors, embodied the 
“first moral generation.” “The tradition of allegiance 
to the leader subtly changed into a moral tradition,” 
Rosanvallon asserted, stressing the significance of the 
event. 


Second, the break with “Mitterrandism” way conse- 
crated, even if it occurred smoothly. Jospin clearly in- 
dicated that he was “turning over a new leaf.” 


Third, the culture of government and the reform pro- 
gram came together again while the perception that the 
idea of progress implies a rejection of austerity was suc- 
cessfully avoided. Distancing himself from his rivals’ 
soctal democracy, Jospin blazed the trail of what can be 
termed “lucid reformism.” 


Fourth. Jospin used an “innovative” political style. 
Normally considered a failing. his sometimes “too-stiff™ 
seriousness and reserve contributed to endowing him 
with “undeniable genuineness.” Not a brilliant orator, he 
was able to express "a mix of modesty and implications 
for the future.” He exhibited “solidity and credibility,” 
which allowed him to embody “a certain way of 
listening to society and a functional modesty” that 
added plausibility to his reformist speech, Rosanvallon 
commented. The Left will now have to prove its ability 
to continue this intellectual revolution, he concluded. 


Jospin Seen Good Bet To Ensure PS Future 
YS5P20769B 


|FBIS Media Note] The Socialist Party (PS) has found 
its new “boss.” wrote Pascal Virot in the 6-7 May 
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Paris daily LIBERATION. Even if Lionel Jospin is not 
elected president in the second round of the French 
presidential elections. he now occupies a “central place” 
in the political spectrum because of his own talents and 
the quality of his campaign, during which he won a 
“double bet.” He was able to “quietly end the era of 
“Mitterandism” and become the representative of the 
“forty-something renovators,” a new political generation 
opposed to the “socialist elephants.” If he fails, his task 
will be to transform this success into a durable political 
phenomenon. He will have to take into account PS 
luminary Martine Aubry, who has already announced 
she will participate in the battle for renewal. However. 
she may be unable to take over the party, Virot 
continued, citing an unidentified Jospin supporter as 
saying that PS official Laurent Fabius would not allow 
it. At the same time, a consensus seems to be building 
around PS secretary general Henri Emmanuelli, whose 
loyalty to Jospin was unfailing during the presidential 
campaign, and who will likely keep his position, Virot 
opined. 

At this time, the issue of the leadership on the Left is of 
paramount importance in view of the 1998 legislative 
elections, which may open the way for a “cohabitation 
in reverse,” with a rightist chief of state presiding 
over a leftist National Assembly and a victorious 
prime minister possibly “dreaming” of the presidency 
in 2002. According to a Jospin supporter quoted by 
Virot, “if it is not Jospin or Aubry, it will be Fabius 
or Emmanuelli.” For the present, Jospin is handicapped 
by his lack of a national mandate, just like “young guard 
representatives” Aubry or Dominique Strauss-Kahn. The 
three are confronted by Fabius and Emmanuctli. who 
have already been “anointed” by voters under their own 
name. The battle for the PS leadership ts far from over, 
Virot concluded. Despite disclaimers. “socialist knives 
are kept at hand.” 


Chevenement Warns on Future of ?S 
95P20768A 


{[FBIS Media Note] In an article in the 2 May Paris daily 
LIBERATION, former Minister of Defense Jean-Pierre 
Chevenement commented that since 1983, each gov- 
ernment followed similar economic policies, and each 
ended in defeat in the next presidential or parliamen- 
tary elections. This leads to the conclusion that a break 
must occur with “a sole thought, a sole economic pol- 
icy, a sole currency, and a sole Europe.” Chevenement 
asserted. The gap between the leading classes, increas- 
ingly “deaf, blind, and arrogant,” and the French people 
is increasing as social inequities grow. The absence of 
proposals for real alternatives to the policies of the last 
15 years will lead the next president to an “impasse,” 
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he argued, for the disadvantaged are “exasperated” and 
aspire to equality, a return to the founding values of the 
Republic, as well as to “diplomatic independence and a 
European construction that respects nations.” 

The victory of Socialist Party (PS) candidate Lionel 
Jospin in the first round of the presidential elections 
puts a heavy burden on him and his party, Chevenement 
continued. To win in the second round, they must 
be able to rally the Left and the country’s popular 
classes. To do so, Jospin must distance himself from 
certain “dogmatic Maastricht-ians” who might advise 
him to fight for the votes of Prime Minister Edouard 
Balladur's followers by extolling the virtues of Europe. 
French workers are tired of being asked for ever more 
economic and social austerity in the name of Europe as 
en end in itself, Chevenement warned. They believe that 
employment ts more important than currency and their 
interests More significant than an independent European 
central bank. Whether Jospin wins the second round is 
immaterial. It is more important to restore the trust in 
the Left of the most disadvantaged French citizens. To 
do so, the Left must make some daring but clear choices 
and present the first genuine alternative in 15 years. It 
will be the best way to ensure its refoundation according 
to the people's interests and expectations, as well as the 
only way to prepare the future, Chevenement concluded. 


Appeal to National Front Votes Denounced 
YSP20768B 


| FBIS Media Note] According to author and philosopher 
Bernard-Heari Levy's article in the 26 April Paris 
daily LIBERATION, the major surprise of the first 
round of the presidential elections was that the National 
Front (FN) captured more than 15 percent of the vote, 
reawakening the debate on the Right and the Left on 
how these “lost voters” can return to the “fold of a 
Necessary majority.” While increasingly fewer French 
dream of an agreement with a perhaps “wiser” Jean- 
Marie Le Pen and insist that his place in the political 
spectrum “can no longer be ignored,” most invoke the 
old distinction between the “bad answers” his party 
gives and the “good questions” it asks in light of 
the present poverty, insecurity, and immigration, Levy 
continued. “At the risk of shocking his readers,” Levy 
wrote that “democracy has nothing to gain” from this 
“obscene fishing for votes.” “Hard ideologues” such as 
FN voters do not go blindly to the polls, he asserted. 
Theirs ts not a “volatile” vote seeking only an alternative 
solution, but a well-organized, structured, and even 
“passionate” vote. Similarly, it is not a “protest” vote 
whose “hard nucleus” alone ts composed of xenophobes. 
On the contrary, tt ts “resolute, radicalized, extremist, 
even ncolascist.” Levy contended. It is also composed 
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of heteregeneous elements and strata in which those 
nostalgic for a French Algeria stand side-by-side with 


anion Ge td par a at toca come eke 


enough to state that a vote given to him in no way 
means gratitude or a political concession. Faced with 
this neofascist vote and a “deleterious” atmosphere in 

people ask how it will be possible to expel 
1,000 foreigners daily for the next seven years, a 


laws and former Prime Minister Edith Cresson with 
her charter planes attempted to provide an answer, 
neither deprived the FN of a single vote, Levy wrote. 
Some have tried to drive a wedge between the FN 
and its voters by multiplying maneuvers peppered 
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with “foul little phrases” aimed at “returning the lost 
sheep to the fold.” This has not succeeded, Levy 
commented. He comdemned the growth in France of 
a “neofascism devoid of complexes,” and maintained 
that “the first act of resistance of those who aspire to 
govern France” is to acknowledge that in a conflict 
between two France's, it is still time to set up a “cordon 
sanitaire” around 15 percent of the electorate. The 
two presidential candidates, Jacques Chirac and Lionel 
Jospin, should reaffirm their rejection of a national 
agreement with Le Pen and of any accommodation 
with local politicians for the June municipal elections. 
Similarly, they should promise, once elected, not to 
tamper with the electoral system to open the way 
for greater FN parliamentary representation and to 
reiterate their opposition to ask for the vote of those 
French who, by all accounts, “share the hate and 
the barbaric tendencies of their representatives.” While 
these principles have been formulated by both Chirac 
and Jospin in the past, the proximity of decisionmaking 
time could “induce them into temptation,” Levy warned. 
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Commmentaries Assess Clinton- Yeltsin Summit 
Meeting ‘Hangover Summit’ 

BR1I105114795 Turin LA STAMPA in Italian 

11 May 95 pp 1, 2 


[Commentary by Vittorio Zucconi: "The Freeze After 
the Parade”] 

[FBIS Translated Text] Moscow — It was a “hangover” 
summit, a summit with the bad moods and headaches 
typical of the morning after a party. It was held only 
thanks to the 50th anniversary of the defeat of the 
Axis, otherwise Bill Clinton would never have crossed 
the ocean to meet with the Boris Yeltsin who started 
the war in Chechnya. It took place in a climate which 
the Russians called “tense and difficult.” It ended with 
Clinton embarassed, wearing a dark look, and sitting at 
the news conference desk, forced to listen to Yeltsin 
stating that “all hostilities have ceased in Chechnya and 
the Russian Army is no longer carrying out military 
operations.” All this, while Clinton's voters back home 
were reading the papers and watching the TV, which 
told them that the very evening of the fireworks display 
in Moscow, tracer bullets were lighting up the night sky 
over the ruins of the Chechen capital of Groznyy. And 
TASS, the government news agency, calmly reported 
only minutes after Yeltsin spoke that 38 Chechen rebels 
had been killed by Russian troops in nine different 
hotbeds of resistance “in the past 24 hours.” 

In the not too distant past, a Russian-American summit 
ending so badly, “tense” and plastered with a list 
of “accords” which confine themselves to sanctioning 
disagreement in keeping with traditional diplomatic 
tricks, would immediately have increased tension in 
the world. It is thus paradoxically a measure of the 
enormous strides made by Gorbachev and by Yeltsin. 
and a good reason for us to rejoice. that a SOth 


anniversary summit can go badly without images of 


atomic mushroom clouds immediately leaping into our 
brains. As Clinton rightly said. “our peoples must 
understand that in all normal relationships there are 
differences of opinion and interests,” and the problem 
lies only “in preventing them from degenerating.” 


Naturally, historic considerations cannot erase the fact 
that relations between the United States and Russia are 
going through a very difficult phase, the most unsettled 
and nervous phase since Reagan and Gorbachev broke 
the Cold War ice in Geneva some nine years ago. The 
mutual trust of the two leadership groups. and of the 
two chiefs of state. at this juncture has been clearly 
shaken. Following the Chechnya massacres, passed over 
in order to commemorate the dead of another war. 
Yeltsin can no longer count on the enthusiastic backing 
which Europe, George Bush, and Clinton afforded him 
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when he was “the man on the tank,” the courageous 
leader who clambered up on top of a tank to prevent it 
shooting at the crowd. Clinton never voiced words of 
direct praise for his interlocutor. 

In keeping with the recent incitements of his most 
perceptive aides — and going against what Americans 
all to often fail to do, overly bewitched as they are by 
personalities — he finally decided to give his support 
to the “process of democracy” and its pursual, and 
to ask Yeltsin for assurances that he will confirm the 
presidential elections next year. This is a humiliating 
request for the leader of a sovereign state, and the 
Russian president was right to feel he is under scrutiny. 
That is why he pointed out in public, inside the Kremlin 
which was defended on the inside by two highly visible 
tanks parked in the Spasskaya Tower courtyard, that 
"Russia never gives in to foreign threats and pressure.” 
The substance which will remain of this “hangover” 
summit is enshrined in those words, not in Yeltsin's 
obvious lies about Chechnya or Clinton's acrobatics 
designed to present it as a success: It is the mark of the 
change from a personal relationship between leaders — 
useful during the Cold War — to a mature, “objective” 
relationship between democratic systems and nations, 
whoever is elected to lead them. 


The depression generated by the “hangover” after the 
huge party may have aggravated the bad muods visible 
at a meeting drenched by vengeful rain after the 
sun of the SOth anniversary. Maybe the small but 
irritating reminders of Soviet times may have ruined the 
atmosphere. like the incident at the war memorial where 
the police roughly prevented White House Protocol 
chief Molly Raiser and Maurice Tempelsman — a 
personal guest of the U.S. President on board Air Force 
One, and Jacqueline Kennedy's last partner — from 
entering. 


But hangovers pass. What counts now is to note 
‘hat Clinton is not departing after a Russian-American 
summut which ended badly, with the fear of a “missile 
crisis” like the one which ensued after the fiasco 
and misunderstandings of the first Kennedy-Khrushchev 
summit in Vienna. That we can look at this “tense and 
difficult” summit with detachment, almost with serenity, 
is also thanks to the commemoration of the dead which 
forced the living to remember and to meet again. 


‘Success for Yeltsin’ 
BRI105125695 Milan in Italian 11 May 95 p9Y 
{Commentary by Ennio Caretto: “Sop for Bill: No 
Nuclear Centrifuge for Iran" | 


|FBIS Translated Text] Moscow — At the end of a 
three-hour private meeting, a grim-looking Clinton and 
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a confident Yeltsin faced the public with some happy 
news: By the end of the month Russia will join, albeit 
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a new government that is working in accordance 
the Constitution; and soon there will be elections for 
a democracy that will protect civil rights.” And what 
about CFE, the treaty on conventional forces in Europe? 


step forward, but that there is still a long way to go. And 
he added the following points: First, “It is not important 
for Russia to accept NATO's enlargement right away 
but for the European integration process to continue.” 
Second, "I expect Yeltsin to observe CFE.” that ts. to 
reduce his weapons by next November, “in which case 
an exception could be made.” Third. “Russia knows that 
nuclear ayatollahs would be more dangerous to it than 
to us.” Fourth, “On the subject of Chechnya | was as 
clear as Kohl was: The killings of civilians have alarmed 
a government must be elected democratically.” Yeltsin 
himself played down the results: “We are friends, we 
talk, we will talk again at the June G-7 summit. at the 
UN 40th anniversary celebrations in November, we will 
prove wrong whoever says that we ure experiencing a 
crisis.” 


In practical terms the summit that coincided with the 
50th anniversary of the victory over Nazism ended 
as expected — with a success for Yeltsin almost 
across the board. The Russian president avowed making 
concessions that would have weakened him with respect 
to the nationalists, and at the same time wrested more 
concessions from Clinton than he hoped he would. And 
the American President suffered the consequences of 
this friendship and of the fear that Yeltsin will collapse 
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ad be succeeded by an extremist government. whether 
of the Right or of the Left. The effects of yesterday's 
agreements, enshrined in five protocols, will be as 
follows: to postpone NATO's enlargement until after 
the Russian elections, in which Yeltsin will be running 
again, and perhaps by as long as three years, and to grant 
it much more say on the topic of Europe and within G-7, 
where it seeks a political, as well as economic, presence. 
To forget about Chechnya, whose phantom materialized 
again yesterday in sporadic protest demonstrations in 
Moscow. To permit the export of nuclear power plants 
to Iran, unless America offers Russia the opportunity 
to divert them to North Korea. Clinton could pay a 
high price for this lightning summit on his return, in 
the Republican Congress in Washington. 

This summit could remain as a watershed in the history 
of the Cold War. Clinton has realized that it will prompt 
negative responses in Europe, and not only in America. 
Perhaps it was partly for that reason that he returned to 
the subject of Chechnya in his speech to students, and 
this morning he will meet with the opposition leaders, 
12 apostles of the democratic alternative to Yeltsin, 
ranging from reformist former Prime Minister Gaydar 
to Communist leader Zyuganov, before leaving for Kiev 
at midday. The only one not there will be Zhirinovskiy, 
the symbol of a fascism to which nobody wants to grant 
any scope. 


‘No New Visions’ Seen 
BRI10S124095 Milan IL SOLE-24 ORE in Italian 
1] May 95 pS 


{Article by Ugo Tramballi: “Two Unimaginative Lead- 
ers" | 

|FBIS Translated Text] Like some unemployed football 
coach turned television match commentator, the other 
day Mikhail Gorbachev was in Red Square commenting 
on the Victory Parade for Italian radio. Until only 
recently he had hoped to witness this moment from the 
top of the Lenin mausoleum — not from a microphone 
post. Nevertheless. even from such a lowly position 
— a Vantage point that grants politicians wisdom — 
Gorbachev provided some observations useful to his 
successors: if the latter are still prepared to heed him. 


“Events are now racing ahead faster than politics,” 
Gorbachev told Michele Mezza on Radio | news. So 
among the world’s leaders “there is a frightening lack 
of ideas and plans.” He, who sparked that inexorable 
impetus, who tned to govern but was overwhelmed, has 
understood this better than Boris Yeltsin or Bill Clinton 


in a way, U.S.-USSR summits used to be easier: They 
were a forum for discussing history. Gorbachev and 
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As on previous occasions, this summit between Yeltsin 
and Clinton provided no new visions. There is no 
cause for alarm, for the moment: Everything went as 
expected. The American President must have offered his 
Russian counterpart a solution to the NATO question 
and the Partnership for Peace — something that will 
reassure Russia's fears of isolation. In exchange. Born 
Yeltsin promised to take part “externally.” tow. and 
probably to be less hostile to other East European 
countries’ accession to NATO. Furthermore. he will sell 
the Iranians potentially dangerous materials but not the 
gas centrifuge that the Americans were worned about 
Chechnya is the only thing that is not mght. But it ts 
a temporary problem: In the long term ut can only be 
an incident — a serious and bloodthirsty one — on the 
way to Russia's democratization. Meanwhile Chechnya 
remains a Russian domestic policy matter for Yeltun. 


Each offered the other something. This ts normal. it 
is the management of regular business. Some people 
will seek the warning signs of another cold war among 
the minor details. the off-the-cuff remarks. the leaders’ 
glances. But the ideological contrasts are dead and 
buried. The world is no longer divided between two 
great blocs: it just has many minor problems. and leaders 
that are unable to put them al! together to provide a 
brilliant overall vision. 


Perhaps Bill Clinton could do more if he did not suspect 
that the Republicans’ Bob Dole is night to conmsuer 
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himself president already. by announcing his own world 
policy — such as the promise that, with him. the United 
States will recognize Jerusalem as the indivisible capital 
of Israel, ignoring the fact that this would destroy the 
peace process with the Arabs. Perhaps Yeltsin, too, 
would have a broader outlook if he were not unsure 
about his political and physical health. Or perhaps their 
weaknesses are not so much “environmental” but, rather, 
inherent to both statesmen. 


Men without ideas in a world without visions. Rather 
than Iran and Chechnya, the key issue at this summit 
(as it was at previous one and will be at future ones) 
was the future security model in Europe. That is, how to 
fill the gap left by the nuclear deterrent, the old order's 
instrument of peace. If the only idea remains NATO, the 
alliance of a fantastic victory over the communist bloc 
which, however, no longer exists, and if it continues to 
be proposed to Russia that it remain basically outside 
this model, and if i is asked to continue playing the 
part of the enemy, albeit a hypothetical one, the world 
can only be managed from one summit to the next. 
Like iwo accountants, Clinton and Yeltsin merely acted 
accordingly. 


Meeting a ‘Semi-Failure’ 


BR1I10S121895 Rome LA REPUBBLICA in Italian 
1] May 9S pis 


j|Commentary by Earco Franceschint: “A Pointless 
Summit in Moscow: A Full House of “Nyets’ for 
Chaten™ |} 


|EBIS Translated Excerpt] Moscow — Once upon a 
ume there were summits which caused the world to 
tremble. Peace on planet earth hung on the words, some- 
times even on the looks, of the leaders in Washington 
and Moscow. Now we have summits which, at the most, 
cause the world to laugh. Like yesterday's fast one, just 
tour hours of talks at the Kremlin between Boris Yeltsin 
and Bill Chaton. [passage omitted] 


If Chechnya ts the yardstick to judge the talks between 
Yeltsin af =Clinton by. we should conclude that this 
summit wo 4 joke, and that the two presidents got a 
hick out of taarny the world’s press for a ride. Of course, 
that ts net the way things stand. The Moscow summit 
dw come up with something senous: Almost total 
dragreement between the United States and Russia, 
and the realivatwn that, when all ts sand and done, 
there 1s nothing so trage im the fact that peuple have 
“difterences.” In other words. since there ts no longer 
the fear that Washington and Moscow will unleash 
a thermonuclear war, the workd has no cause to get 
nervous if the two superpowers fail to resolve ther 
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swered. “I have asked President Yeltsin to attempt to 
achieve a permanent cease-fire, to set up a democratic 


government in that region, and to arrive at a rapid so- 
lution.” Just as he had done Tuesday [9 May] evening 


which has caused tens of thousands of casualties in five 
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months. In exchange, all he got was a few minor con- 
cessions and a senes of obstinate “nyets” on the basic 
issues. [passage omitted] 


democratic Russia have made the world a safer place.” 
He is probably less right when he states thet 


consolation is that, luckily, this 
longer causes the world to tremble. 
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Deus Pinheiro Advocates Rapid EU Enlargement 
BR1I105144195 Lisbon DIARIO DE NOTICIAS 
in Portuguese 10 May 95 p 5 


[Report by Maria de Lurdes Vale: “Referendum Is 
Foolish Idea, Pinheiro Says” | 

[FBIS Translated Excerpt] “Putting to a referendum the 
treaties which emerge from the 1996 Intergovernmental 
Conference (IGC 96) is a foolish idea,” Joao de Deus 
Pinheiro asserted yesterday at the closiug session of 
a conference jointly organized by the Institute of Ad- 
vanced Strategic Studies and offices of the European 
Commission and Parliament in Lisbon. 


In a speech which he called the “agenda for Europe.” 
the commissioner deemed unfeasible the proposal of a 
referendum, thus rejecting the stance of [Foreign] Min- 
ister Durao Barroso, who has been personally advocat- 

ing holding a post IGC 96 referendum. Deus Pinheiro 
Salton Oitnadit by eatastinn thes te would be Gifliesh to 
know what question to put to the public in connection 
with the Maastricht institutional review. “It is neces- 
Sary to consider in democratic terms another form of 
response to the treaties which emerge from the review.” 
he said. 


PORTUGAL 3 


On the question of the enlargement of the EU, he deems 
it imperative that the East European countries. Malta. 
Cyprus, and the Baltic states join rapidly and at an carly 
stage, even if for this it ts “necessary to make sacrifices. 
Everybody, including the Portuguese people, will have 
to make them.” It is the question of the stability and 
prosperity of East Europe's border with Germany which 
carries weight. 


With respect to the EU's future “speeds.” the Portuguese 
commissioner set out what he called “the right to 
difference.” That is, “for the countries which cannot 
keep up with the others, the introduction of transitional 
procedures; for those which do not wish to do so, 
the possibility of the others moving forward.” In his 
— that of variable geometry — is to be ruled out. 


A contribution was also made to yesterday's debate by 
the reflections of Cruz Vilaca, president of the EU's 
Court of First Instance. who suggested the participation 
of members of cach state's natiwnal parliament in 
the Councils. For instance, each minister would be 
accompanied at the Council by a representative of the 
respective parliamentary committee. [passage omitted] 
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U.S. Foreign Policy Considered ‘Erratic’ 
BRI 105140695 Madrid ABC in Spanish 11 May 95 
p 32 


{FBIS Translated Text] Clinton greeted Yeltsin carrying 
under his arm the CIA reports on the nuclear bomb 
which Iran wants, although in this matter he arrived 
in Moscow without his Western allies’ suppor. If it 
is true that the State Department — which was not 
in favor of the presidential visit to Moscow — was 
resigned to the Russian-U_S. summit’s being completely 
unproductive, then a Clinton presidency which is also 
lame in the international sphere, weakening the US. 
political presence in the current balance of interests, is 
more than foreseeable. 

If the economic embargo which Clinton is imposing 
on Iran has not been supported so far by other allied 
countries, Boris Yeltsin will not have agreed at the 


of with very considerable quids pro quo. In fact. Russia 
cannot be called its ally either. There was the nuclear 


the first few meetings has been lost. it could happen that 
the two presidents. so much in nced of an electoral boost 
with 4 view to their reelection, will offset the summut s 


that bipolarity ended with the fall of the Berlin Wall 


Bill Clinton believes in the psychology of the embrace. 
but the Russian bear's embrace is not always sociable 
The Europeans, even those who admired Clinton as 
the winner of the presidential election. now hardly 
conceal their perplexity at the erratic moves of US 
foreign policy, and not a few people would join in 
Brzezinski’s criticism: “Clinton ts going to Moscow in 
order celebrate the victory of Stalinivm instead of going 
to London in order to celebrate the victory of democracy 

over Nazism.” With respect to NATO. Yeltsin will 
demand some droit de seigncur in order ut w rane hi 


NATO expands castward, “World War Ill will 
begin.” On the other hand. Vaclav Havel is proposing 
from the Czech Republic that NATO also lead “the 
defense of the Euro-American political and cultural 
heritage and all its values against any threat.” although 
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he believes that Atlanticism needs “a new formulation 
of its raison d'etre, of its own mission and identity” 
before beginning to integrate the new Central European 
democracies. In these circumstances, the most likely 
thing is that Clinton's criticisms of the devastating 
characteristics of the military intervention in Chechnya 
stayed in his suitcase. 


Gonzalez Reportedly implicated in GAL Affair 
BRI105133995 Madrid EL MUNDO in Spanish 
li May 95 po 


[Report by Antonio Gil and Manuel Cerdan: “Sancristo- 
bal Links Gonzalez With the GAL Network in a Con- 
versation Recorded by Amedo™| 


{[FBIS Translated Text] During a conversation with 
[former Deputy Police Commissioner] Jose Amedo 
on 21 November 1994, which was recorded using a 
hidden microphone, [former Director of Security| Julian 
Sancristobal implicated Prime Minister Felipe Gonzales 
in the GAL |Anti-Terronst Liberation Groups| network. 
At the time of the meeting Sancristobal referred to 
the hypothesis that the government was supposedly 
encouraging the reopening of the GAL case as follows: 
“Yes. what is happening ts that these are things which 
are apparently contradictory, because it would be like 
cutting one’s own throat. The guts' | mean, ts Felipe 
Gonzales going to allow this matter to blow up when 
he ts directly behind it? Bloody hell. here you are. but 
we all were |involved].” 


Sancrmivbal admitted to Amedo that the deputy com- 
messtoner was not the only one who was informed about 
the GAL actions and be insestest: “We all were. You can- 
mt remove Vera from the heart of it. Nor anyone else.” 
Amedeo corroborated the eords of his former director 
and told him: “1 am just a nobody. They do not want 
me anymore. They want those above me.” 


“We will see. Me. for example. | know that they are 
after me But | want to tell you... Well, they could 
choose another plot.” said the former director general in 
answer to the persistent deputy commissioner. | passage 
omitted] 


Daily Urges Troop Withdrawal From Bosnia 


BRI105140495 Madrid EL MUNDO in Spanish 
1] Mav 9S p3 


|Ednonal: “Blue Helmets: It Is High Time They Come 
Back" | 


| BIS Translated Text] When Felipe Gonzales was 
asked yesterday whether hes short visit to Bosna had 
heen motivated by electoral considerations. he replied 
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However, we all know now what the negotiated solution 
has come to: an imoperative and controversial peace 
plan which is not accepted by all sides, a four-month 
respite which Bosmans and Serbs alike have not used to 
reflect on the situation. but rather to catch their breath 
and resume the fighting even more betterly. Caught 
in the middie, the Blue Helmets have become passive 
bystanders, tied hand and foot, devoid of the necessary 
means to ensure thew effectiveness or even their own 
safety, unable to fully provide the help which justified 
thei presence in the Balkans. 

Fifteen Spaniards have lost their lives in the past two 
and a half years, some im accidents, others felled by 
a bullet from one of the opposing sides, and others 
m circumstances which are not altogether clear. These 
were pointless deaths in any case — a metaphor of the 
Spanish adventure in former Yugoslavia. 

Yesterday Gonzalez said that European countnes may 
consider a withdrawal if faced with the risk that their 
mission “may be indefinitely prolonged without the war 
diminishing in intensity.” This, however, is not so much 
a risk as a fact, following the end of the latest cease- 
fire. The United Nations should seize this opportunity to 
order the withdrawal of those who have been assigned 
the role of hero scapegoats for the West's uncasy 
conscience. 
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requires a “new Russia.” to use Clinton's words. That 
is, a Russia which has defined its own course in 
the workd—and which is prepared to resolve internal 
conflicts through negotiation and pot, as ix the cave in 


The fact that goodwill is necessary to view this instiative 
as @ breakthrough is duc to the fact that the s»-called 
civihan portion of Moscow's contract with lran—the 
sale of auctear reactors—will continue to be the subycct 
of negotiations with the Amencans. In other words. not 
everything is in order here. no more than ut ts im the 
relanonship between Russia and the re of the West. 


background that the summit results should be evaluated. 
A fiasco was averted since neither of the parties left the 


ahout the teming of NATO's expansion and to a pot 
where the former is now seen as a tool for the latter 


qutte umportant for the President in light of the criticism 
that his tnp to Moscow has encountered back in the 
United States because of the war in Chechnya. Yeltsin 
promised to cancel the sale of a nuclear centrifuge. 
whech could help the Iramans produce nuclear weapons, 
and postpone the sale of two nuclear reactors. 


in the old days. when U_S.-Soviet summits were fol- 
lowed with barted breath all over the workd, it was said 
that the most umpeortant thing about these events was 
that they took place at all. A similar view can be taken 
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today. The dialogue between the United States and Rus- 
apart. But they did not move any closer to each other 
on the crucial issues. The forward movement in thew 
reciprocal relationship ts gone and it could prove to be 
a backward step if the next US-Russian summit is not 
more successful. 


Gevernment Rethinking Membership in WEI) 
LD1105125695 Stockholm Sveriges Radio Network 
in Swedish 1030 GMT I 1 May 95 


{FBIS Translated Text] Denmark has begun wo re- 
think its cooperation with the Western European Union 


mentary Committee on security and disarmament pol- 
icy indicates that the West European defense alliance 
ts developing more in the direction of becoming a hu- 
manianan and peacekeeping organization rather thin a 
large European army. Moreover, the commitice writes 
that the WEU will become an integrated part of NATO. 
with emphasis precisely on peacekeeping and humanr- 
Lanan issues. 

it ts these views which have made the Danish Govern- 
ment and Prime Minrter Poul Nyrup Rasmussen change 
thew minds. Denmark. like Sweden. Finland. Austria. 
and Ireland, is an observer in the WEU. The report notes 
that Denmark can rapidly become a full member Hut 
Prime Minister Poul Nyrup Rasmussen says thes can 
only become topical after a referendum following the 
EU governments’ conference newt year 


The coalition government disagrees on thi, however 
The government party. the Center Democrats. demands 


that Danish voters shall be allowed to vote on member. 
ship in the WEU as soon as this autumn. This is Jems 


Encson in Copenhagen. 


Norway 
Daily: Yeltsin's ‘Unacceptable Stand’ at Summit 
BRI205S064995 Oslo AFTENPOSTEN in Norwecun 
11 May 9S p 22 


[Editorial: “The Summut™| 


{[FBIS Translated Text] In the television pactures yesier 
day it was impossible to ignore the fact the Born Yelun 
is mow in the process of developing features smlar to 
the stone faces which ruled the Kremlin in a not so 
distant Soviet era. As immovable as a stone statue he 
resisted questions about atrocities in Chechnya. and an 
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nounced with a chilly expression that Russia “wall not 


Russia should have entered into the agreement with 
NATO six months ago. had « not been for a sudden 
turnabout by Moscow. And on the most important msuc 
for NATO—enlargement to include Eastern Europe — 
Yeltsin showed no signs yesterday of softening his 


This ts and will remain an unacceptable stance for 
the West and « must be met with firm determination 
The countries of Europe decide for themselves where 
they belong. It was not clear in Moscow whether 
Presedemt Clinton « the man tw hammer home this 


workd’s leading indusinalzed countries—as its enghth 
member at a meeting there in the summer. This 1s still 
a wenewhat overhaty ambition if we are to pudge by 
talay s attetudes on the Kremlin. 


Sweden 


Moscow Summit Result Face-Saving Compromise 
BRI DUSUSSIVS Sux kholm DAGENS NYHETER 
im Suedoh 11 Mav 9S p10 


[Article hy Michacl Wimarski: “Unexpected Progress 
on Nuclear Expert”! 


[ERIS Tramtated Text) Moscow—-As usual, a lot of 
petite phrases and tnendly saules were exchanged by 
all Clhiaten and Bors Yeloun before and after thew 
meeting on the Kremlin on Wednesday | 10 May] 


But during the immense aegotiations which dragged on 
for town hours. the two prevadents were unable to resolve 
any of the controverwal msues which have chilled 
rejateoms between Moscow aad Washington in the last 
SEN nnthes 
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Newher of the two leaders, who both face presidential 
elections next year, can make claims to the public at 
home that thes thew fourth official summut was a success. 
Their only consolation is that expectations prior to the 
summat were very modest. 

On two of the three tssues focused on at the summit the 
two presidents do not seem to have moved any closer 
at all. 


The first is NATO's expansion castward. For more 
than a year Moscow has been conducting an intense 
campartgn against the Western defence alliance’s plans 
to take in new members from among the former Soviet 
satellite states in Central Europe. 


if countries like Poland and Hungary join NATO, this 
would mean from the Russian viewpoint that a new 
dividing line 1s being drawn through Europe just a few 
years after the Iron Curtain between East and West came 
down. 

The United States has consistently maintained that it 
will not accept any Russian veto on this issuc. But 
Washington still allows the NATO question to be a 
constamt subject of negotiations with Moscow. 
Clinton promised Yeltsin that Russia will be given 
a special position in relation to NATO. This vague 
promise does not seem to have made the Russian leader 
change his mind 

The other sensitive issuc is the war in Chechnya. During 
Tuesday's celebration of VE Day on 9 May 1945. 
Clinton did not say a word about the war which Yeltun 
started in December, and which has w far cont many 
' 5 civilian lives. 


Many people had been expecting a clear Matement from 
the U.S. President, but instead he declared. scemungly 


rather at @ loss, that the war is “a problem for the rew 
of the world’s opinion of Russia.” 

Clinton explained at the same time that differences of 
opimon (such as that on the Chechnya mewe) must not 
be allowed to become an obstacle to clove Cooperation 
between Wash and Moscow. Nor did he react 
when Yeltsin told an astonished press corp that there 


was, no war going on in Chechaya—jun a police action 
to rewmstate the Russian Constitution. 


The many champions of human rights im Russa and 
other countries who have called for a sharp US. state. 
ment condemning Russian belligerence in the northern 
Caucasus must have been expecting a lew discreet ap- 
proach. 


The susnmit’s third issue was Russia's sale of a nuclear 
power plant to Iran. The United States believes that Iran 
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ts Out to get its own ruclear weapons, and that this will 
be facilitated by the Russian sale of technology and 
deal encourages the prokferation of nuclear weapons. 


A few weeks ago Yeltsin predicted that the Iran 
issuc would be the most difficult one at the summit. 


Surprisingly enough, it is on precisely this point that 
the parties seem to have achieved some kind of result. 


The reason may be that the Iran affair does not affect 
Russia's vital security interests in such a dramatic way 
as the two other problems. Even if there are geopolitical 
and strategic reasons for Moscow to cultivate its tradi- 
tionally good relations with Tehran, the main thrust of 
the nuclear power deal seems to be industrial and com- 
mercial. 

Irrespective of all the worries about security, Russian 
nuclear power technology (together with the space 
industry and armaments), is one of the few arcas 
where Russian products are in demand on the world 
market. When Washington opposes these exports. many 
Russians suspect that it is done in order to selfishly 
And finally: The deal is worth just over a billion dollars. 
which is after all a great deal of money. When Russian 
Foreign Minister Andrey Kozyrevy was in the United 
States recently and was asked what was needed for 
Russia to abandon the deal with Iran, he answered— 
and it was not just a joke—"One billion dollars'” 


The outcome of the summit was 2 compromise which 
may save face for both parties. 


Russia will go ahead with building a nuclear power 
plant a. planned but will refrain from selling a gas 
centntuge. which could be used to produce weapons- 
grade plutonium. 


A clear Russian concession is that the deal as 2 whole 
will alo be examined by the “Gore-Chernomyrdin 
Commision” (named after US Vice-President Albert 
Gore and Russian Prime Minister Viktor Cher- 
nomyrdm). Only after that will the presidents. im 
Yeltsin's words, “make a final decision.” 


Peterson Rules Out NATO Membership 


YSENO221B Stockholm SVENSKA DAGBLADET 
in Swedish 26 Mar 9S p 13 


|Artecle by Mrkacl Holmstrom: “Peterson Slammed 
Dee Shut on NATO Commission” | 


[BIS Transtated Text] Defense Minister Thage G 
Peterson on Saturday definitely slammed the door shut 
on a commeiston handing Swedish membership in 
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NATO. With that, he goes against the wishes of both 
the Liberal Party and the Moderates. 


"My and the government's position on the matter of 
military alliances is quite clear: Sweden should not seek 
membership in any alliances, and then the question does 
not need to be studied.” The Center Party leader and the 
KDS [Christian Democratic Coalition] leader expressed 
the same opinion when they stated that “here there is 
no need for a commission of study,” said the defense 
minister in a engaged speech at the annual congress of 
the Swedish Social Democratic Youth Organization of 
Stockholm Province. 

In the speech he made it clear that the Defense 
Committee will nevertheless be allowed to make an 
evaluation of how NATO could be expanded. But “I 
say no to a study of NATO membership or to a study 
of entering military alliances.” 


Moderates Requested Commission of Study 


When the Moderates became a part of the Defense Com- 
mittee their Henrik Landerholm requested a study of 
“various security-political actions.” On 13 March he 
spoke frankly in a SVENSKA DAGBLADET [SVD] 
interview, saying he wanted Swedish NATO member- 
ship to be studied and evaluated. 


The same day, Undersecretary Peter Lagerblad told 
SVD that NATO membership is an extreme alternative 
that is not on the agenda. but he still promised: 

"We are open to submission and discussion, and noi 
only of the alternatives which the administration has as 
its starting point.” 

A similar message was relayed on 16 March in a written 
reaction from the committee that the “entire range” 
of security policy measures should be inventoried and 
evaluated. 


Now, Peterson wants to belittie the value of the com- 
mittee’s message to the Moderates: It is a “secretarial 
product.” 

“lt is a working paper that has come out. But the 


administration has not evaluated it. and | don't think 
the Defense Committee has taken a stand on it.” 


[SVD] Do you distance yourself from it? 


[Peterson] No, | must have a chance to talk to the 
chairman and undersecretary first. 


{SVD] But the chairman is your own undersecretary 
(Peter Lagerblad): aren't you in contact’ 


| Peterson} Sure, a lot of contact. 
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Demands From Leissner 


The fact that the government seems to have gotten cold 
feet could be due to the express demands made by Lib- 
eral leader Maria Leissner on 22 March for a NATO 
study. To be sure, the Liberal Party said that a change in 
the policy of nonalignment is not on the agenda. How- 
ever, fellow party member Lennart Rohdin demanded 
“an analysis of, respectively, the preconditions for and 
consequences of joining an alliance for the military 
Swedish defense.” 


This wording is taken by the defense minister as a 
pretext that the issue cannot be dealt with by the Defense 
Committee but should become the object of party leader 
discussions. 

[SVD] Can't the committee even make up a catalog 
where they discuss what is good and bad in various 
alternatives? 


[Peterson] No, they should not place Sweden in an 
alliance context, they have no directive to do so. | am 
very clear on that point; that would send false signals 
to the rest of the world that we should prepare for 
membership in an alliance. 


[SVD] Is the Swedish policy of nonalignment so brittle 
that one is not allowed to discuss the pros and cons of 
joining an alliance? 


|Peterson| The political debate has already begun. But 
there must not be any incorrect interpretations or false 
signals to the rest of the world as to where we stand 
on the alliance issue. We have already sent too many 
of those. There has been a tumultuous debate in which 
many countries believe that, given the fact that we are 
part of the EU and obsetvers in the WEU, we are one 
step on the way toward membership in NATO. 


Sure. the Defense Committee must discuss various 
opimons and issue a report. But there is a very big 
difference between that and submitting a proposal that 
based on this. Sweden should apply or abstain from the 


Issue. 
ISVD] But no one has demanded that” 
"Yes, the Liberal Party,” replies Thage G. Peterson. 


NATO, Threat From Russia Discussed 


YSENO221C Stockholm SVENSKA DAGii ADET 
in Swedish 26 Mar 9S p 13 


[Article by Mikael Holmstrom: “No Clear Information 
on Threat From Russia”] 


|FBIS Translated Text] A fierce longing for information 
that Russia will never again risk threatening Sweden. 
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But at the same time a considerably cooler interest 
in clarifying the opportunities which Swedish NATO 
membership could have meant. 


These, in a nutshell, are the dominant attitudes of the 
parliamentary Defense Committee, which ts preparing 
for the security-political Riksdag decision this fall. The 
fact that Moderates and Liberal Party members want 
(but apparently are not allowed) to study the pros and 
cons of NATO membership does not change the overall 
impression. 

Sweden's entry into the EU and the deliberations in its 
wake mean large changes in security-political thinking. 
But the all-day seminar with invited experts which 
the Defense Committee arranged this week at Karlberg 
Castle also reflected a genuine uncertainty about where 
Russia—the only potential threat to Swedish security— 
is heading. 


"Weak and nice” today (Ambassador Sverker Astrom’s 
description). But in 10-20 years will Russia become 
an authoritarian, expansionist regime, against which 
Sweden must maintain a defense for its existence? 
Are we prisoners of our own conceptions and “view 
this poor, beaten people as our constant enemies?” 
(Karin Wegestal, Social Democrat, on the Defense 
Committee )}—or is there highly justified concern? 


Invited Russia experts were careful not to provide clear 
information, just horrifying examples of increasingly 
authoritarian governing, power struggle. and corruption. 
but with certain glimpses of light. 


"It is neither judicious nor honest to pass judgement 
on Russia's development, not even for a pernal of tive 
years,” replied Lieutenant Colonc! Lett Kihisten. 


Truth That Has Taken Root 


But on the Defense Commitiee, which for national- 
economic reasons must cut back on defense appropria- 
tions, one “truth” at least seems to have taken root: At 
worst Russia could again become a military threat in no 
sooner than 10 years. But how well founded ts this’ It 
was hinted that major powers in the West are making 
more sinister evaluations with narrower time frames. 


Another “truth” which was repeated several times with- 
out objections was that only a democratic Russia ty ca- 
pable of creating the financial strength required in order 
to rearm. An authoritarian government would not be 
able to do this. Apparently, historian Kristian Gerner’s 
comparison with the Weimar Republic went unnoticed 
by the participants: When Hitler took power in 1933. 
Germany had a poor economy and it was catastrophic 
in 1939, but it still set the world on fire. 
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Although many pointed out that Europe has changed 
much more rapidly than anyone could guess since the 
fall of the Berlin Wall, this fact seems to be accepted 
with calmness. After all, the changes have largely gone 
in a positive direction. But a security policy must also 
be based on the possibility that things could go in the 
opposite direction, meaning a worsened position, at the 
same furious pace. 


As late as the 1992 defense decision it was said about 
Russia: “Despite our hopes for continued democratiza- 
tion and improvements in the economy, we must antici- 
pate that the development could become less favorable. 
A return to authoritarian government, perhaps followed 
by a more aggressive foreign and military policy. can- 
not be excluded in a long-range perspective.” 


Those words did not even have time to celebrate 
their third birthday before President Yeltsin's Security 
Council, outside democratic control, decided to solve 
the conflict in Chechnya with indiscriminate military 
violence. 


lt is clear that 40 years of repressed security-political 
discussion leaves its traces and provides an extremely 
emotional charge for the Defense Committee's analyti- 
cal work when new factors are added. 


NATO Still an Ugly Word 


The conversion of the Atlantic pact into an eager 
supporter of Eastern European and primarily Rus- 
sian democracy seemed to surprise even experienced 
Swedish debaters. NATO is still something of an ugly 
word. Several politicians on the Defense Committee 
hoped that potential expansionist ambitions would not 
include ourselves. They say that they do not believe 
NATO wants to include Sweden and Finland. In that 
case it would save us yet another agonizing security 
policy debate, but is that statement true? 

Former Norwegian Foreign Minister Thorvald 
Stoltenberg’s talk could almost be regarded as 
polemics against Ingvar Carlsson’s declared opinion 
that “Swedish membership in NATO would weaken, 
mit strengthen, Sweden's security.” 


“Today | believe we agree that an expansion eastward 
of both the EU and NATO ts not dangerous, but perhaps 
decisive for our security,” Stoltenberg announced. 


Docent Ingemar Dorter added that if Russia's peaceful 
development fails. one can very quickly achieve an 
expanded NATO. 


A Nightmare Scenario 


Ambassador Krister Wahlback sketched a Swedish 
nightmare scenarny A United States that militarily 
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leaves Europe to its fate, an EU that fails, with 
the countries reverting to traditional conflicts and na- 
tional defenses—and an authoritarian, aggressive Rus- 
sia which puts Sweden under political pressure. 

"This is not likely, but if it happens we stand there rather 
exposed in northern Europe, with highly difficult con- 
sequences,” stated Krister Wahiback with the greatest 
understatement of the symposium. 

The partisan splintering which is now underway in the 
NATO debate indicates that the Defense Committee's 
already heavy burden could overwhelm it before this 
fall—perhaps the committee will have to agree on the 


aspects on which it will disagree. 


Security Policy Forum Debates Alternatives 


9SENO221A Stockholm SVENSKA DAGBLADET 
in Swedish 23 Mar 95 p 17 


[Article by Mikael Holmstrom: “Mentally, Sweden 
Stands Outside EU"] 


{FBIS Translated Text] Sweden's security policy is at 
odds with that of other countries in Western » 
Formally, Sweden is a member of the EU and partici- 
pates in building a safer continent—but mentally we are 
still outside. 

It is difficult to draw any other conclusion from the 
all-day seminar arranged by the parliamentary Defense 
Commission and People and Defense this week. It was 
part of the preliminary work for the security policy bill 
to be submitted by the government in October. 


"We are facing a very long period of concern, turbu- 
lence, and instability,” was the opinion of chastened 
Yugoslavia mediator Thorvald Stoltenberg. and he pre- 
dicted that in the future the changes will be even greater 
than those in the years 1985-95. 


His opinion was that flexibility is now required in 
order to solve the security problems of an aliered 
Europe. However, this recipe seems different in nature 
from the newly created rigidity which the Swedish 
Government signalled as recently as three weeks ago 
with its “predictability doctrine” in the foreign policy 
declaration: “In order to be able to contribute to security- 
political stability it is necessary, however. for our 
actions to be predictable.” 


Misleading 


The Swedish attitude also contrasts sharply with our 
fellow EU member, Finland, which keeps all doors open 
to the possibility that an altered policy might favor the 
security of the republic. 
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“The timing is not suitable for doctrinaire positions,” 
declared Minister Jaako [loniemi. 


Continuing to stress visions such as an “all-European 
peace order,” the way the Swedish Government does, is 
seen by party brother Thorvald Stoltenberg as mislead- 
ing: 


“That creates the impression that we will abandon one 
order’ for another and that the new order will take shape 
once today's transitional period is over.” 


EU Comes Last 


Stoltenberg’s main point was that the process is more 
important than the ultimate objective. Only two of all 
the organizations in Europe can fill the security and 
cooperation vacuum which hes arisen in Central and 
Eastern Europe: EU and NATO, both of which must be 
expanded eastward. 


The Swedish Government has joined the EU but has 
excluded membership in NATO. The peace building 
by all of Europe is best served by Swedish military 
nonalignment, it is said. 


Per Gahrton (Environment Party) noted from the side- 
lines of the European Parliament that the Swedish Gov- 
ernment's foreign policy declaration stresses the UN, the 
European security organization CSCE, and the Council 
of Europe—but the EU is last. However, EU parlia- 
mentarians who have often pointed out future changes 
speak of a “fated community” and say that the EU must 
decide about a joint defense at the 1996 government 
conference. Sweden still lacks clear positions. 


Gahrton’s analysis was that our country can choose a 
trusting Couperation with other EU countries, but that it 
then will become increasingly more difficult to maintain 
military nonalignament and neutrality. The alternative is 
really to fight for nonalignment and utilize the veto right 
with constant and unpleasant conflicts, as the British do. 


Swedish diplomats in the gathering confirmed that 
joining the EU breaks with a Swedish policy that is 
many hundred years old, but they insisted that, sure, we 
could still remain nonaligned. 


“Regardless of what people say, Sweden's and Finland's 
security policies cannot avoid being colored by their 
membership in the EU and contacts with the WEU 
| Western European Union|,” objected Olav Knudsen, 
director of the Norwegian Foreign Policy Institute; he 
also said that. “the Swedish foreign policy debate with 
its struggle over neutrality and nonaligament is peculiar 
for a country which has entered a political alliance.” 
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Does Not Want To Take Sides 


In Norway the community feeling of the NATO alliance 
is invoked as a security mantra after the majority of 
the people turned their backs on the EU. The same 
phenomenon cxists in Sweden, but in reverse: The 
government seems to stress the reassuring military 
nonalignment more sharply each month that we are a 
part of the EU. 


The chairman of the Defense Committee, Arne Anders- 
son (Moderate), was of the opinion that internal Social 
Democratic splintering makes the government not want 
to take sides before the EU election in September. Vice 
Chairman Britt Bohlin (Social Democrat) replied that 
the party has a “searching attitude and has not closed 
any doors or any locks.” 


The circumstance that Sweden in fact already does par- 
ticipate in a major and risky engagement in Europe oc- 
cupies a strangely hidden place in the general aware- 
ness. Wartime Bosnia, where more than 1,000 Swedish 
UN soldiers serve, was not mentioned until eight hours 
into the seminar (by Britt Bohlin). Perhaps this reflects 
an inherited neutralistic fear of touching anything that 
smells of military in European connections? 


In any event, abandoning a traditional, national line for a 
new, European-integrated joint security policy places all 
the nations in Western Europe before difficult balancing 
problems. 


As a new EU member we can delay somewhat making 
the decisions—but not for too long. The risk is that a 
Sweden that mentally signals its outside position will 
find it harder to gain respect and acceptance for its 
positions. 


Nordics Urged To Work for Baltic EU Entry 


9SENO228A Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER 
in Swedish 4 Apr 95 p 4 


{Guest commentary by Moderate Party leader Carl 
Bildt: “Bring Baltic States Into EU" | 


{FBIS Translated Text] The most important task for 
Sweden in the EU [European Union| is to work to make 
the Baltic states members of the EU. That issue must 
be placed at the top of the agenda for our political 
dialogue with the EU's other member countries. The 
goal must be to admit the Baltic states within the same 
time frame as the Central European countries. To make 
that possible, however, there must be energetic and 
coordinated support from the Governments of Sweden. 
Finland, and Denmark. So writes Moderate Party leader 
Carl Bildt. 
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The reason that Prime Minister Ingvar Carlsson ts again 
choosing to abandon Sweden and its growing problems 
today is that he is having to deal with another of the 
problems created by the Social Democratic recovery 
policy over the past few months: the weaker relations 
between Sweden and the three Baltic states. 


When the Carlsson government tried to distance itself 
from the foreign and security policy pursued by the Bildt 
government, it did so by criticizing me for giving too 
much support to the independence of the Baltic states 
in a situation where that independence might have been 
threatened by “red-brown” revanchism in Russia. 


That distancing of itself from an active Swedish policy 
concerned with security in our own “near abroad” led to 
concern in the Baltic states, surprise within the European 
Union, and a discreet pat on the back from those in 
Moscow who espouse a more orthodox Russian policy 
in northern Europe. And now just recently, we heard 
even the Finnish minister of foreign affairs expressing 
surprise at the more old-fashioned view of security 
issues being held by the Social Democratic government. 


For the more historically minded, it would unfortunately 
be easy to see a main theme running through the 
Social Democrats’ indifference to the fate of the Baltic 
states during the Cold War years, their coldheartedness 
over the latter's strivings for independence during the 
years of liberation, and their current efforts to distance 
themselves from the Bildt government's more active 
policy in that area. And although politeness demands 
that it not be expressed, everyone knows that awareness 
of that theme of indifference to their fate is what leads 
people in the Baltic states to view Sweden's policy since 
the change of government with concern and alarm. 


Sull. it is my hope that Prime Minister Carlsson will 
realize that few foreign and security policy issues are 
more important to Sweden than the need to help ensure 
the long-term independence and development of the 
three Bultic states. We used to do that through the strong 
support by the "Monday movements” for their fight for 
independence and through active foreign policy work 
to ensure the withdrawal of Russian troops, and we 
must do so now by becoming the foremost champion 
in Europe of their quick admission to membership 
and integration into European cooperation and security 
Mructures. 


And this involves considerably more than just dutifully 
repeating that we support their efforts to become mem- 
bers of the European Union. On that score, there ts no 
reason to tind fault with the government. What it also 
involves ts seeing this as one of the most important 
and demanding challenges to Sweden's overall Euro- 
pean policy and placing that issue at the top of the 
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agenda for our political dialogue with the EU's other 
member countries. 


On that score, it is obvious that the government leaves 
a great deal to be desired. So far, its policy on what is 
such a crucial point for northern Europe gives one the 
impression that it is more dutiful than committed. And 
policy that is not committed seldom yields results. 
The three Baltic states must be given the opportunity 
to become members of the EU on the same terms and 
within the same time frame as the Central European 
countries, which are currently the focus of most of the 
debate about enlargement. But to make that possible, 
there must be energetic, continuous, and coordinated 
support by the governments of Sweden, Finland, and 
Denmark, because the tendency in more than a few 
other places is to conveniently push the Baltic states’ 
membership further into the future. 


At the same time that the Swedish Government must act 
as the leading advocate of the Baltic states in dealings 
with the rest of the EU, we have every reason to act 
as the leading spokesman for European integration in 
dealings with them. And it is our credibility with them 
in that first-named role that enables us to also be active 
in the latter role when it comes to such important 
but difficult issues as the significance of the economic 
reform policy or the attitude toward the demand by 
Russian citizens for equal opportunities. 


The connection between the economic reform policy 
and the possibility of integration with Europe is some- 
thing we can make clear in a way that no one else can. 
When the U.S. Administration announced last week that 
the Czech Republic and Estonia were devcloping so well 
economically that economic aid of the conventional kind 
was no longer appropriate for them. it was an important 
sign that reform policies lead to success and that a det- 
inite reform policy is what creates the best conditions 
for membership in the European Union. 


The Social Democrats have often been vague on that 
important point. They have found it far easter to look 
at the reform policy’s problems than at its possibilities. 
Perhaps that is natural for a party that has long refused 
to see the rottenness of socialist planned economies and 
the definite superiority of the market economy. But it 
should be obvious today that only the path of definite 
reforms clearly ieads to European integration, which 
itself provides support for security and independence. 


There is cause for some concern on that point. Certain 
protectionist tendencies as well as a certain populist 
ambition to promise more than one can ever deliver 
were obvious in the Estonian election. That makes 
formation of the government. which ts now underway. 
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something of a test of maturity that will determine 
whether they can hold protectionism and populism at 
bay and continue on a path of reform that has made 
Estonia something of a European model. 


Much of the debate initiated in Sweden by the Social 
Democrats has been concerned with the security of the 
Baltic countries in the event of red-brown revanchism 
in Russia. The heat displayed in attacking me on that 
subject has almost created the impression that they 
view it as an imminent threat—a view that seems 
remarkable—and that in such a situation, they are being 
guided by something close to a direct fear of what might 


happen to Sweden. 


I do not accept those starting points for the debate. 
But at the same time, | consider it important for us to 
make it clear that our European commitment includes a 
commitment going far beyond the very narrow limits set 
by formal neutrality under international law. It applies 
to all member states of the European Union, and we 
sincerely hope that it will also apply as soon as possible 
to the three Baltic states as members of that union. 


Talking about our policy as being aimed at neutrality 
under international law in case of a threat to one of 
the EU's member states or the three Baltic states is 
the same as retreating from the more dynamic view 
of security in Europe and the Baltic Sea area, which 
the new situation makes possible and which also is so 
clearly in our national security policy interest. 


At the same time that Sweden must be the foremost 
advocate of making it possible for the three Baltic states 
to yon the EU under the same conditions and within the 
same time frame as the Central European states, we must 
not close our eyes to the fact that their ambitions also 
include full membership in the Western European Union 
(WEU) and NATO, and that there is going to be a clear 
link between membership in the EU and membership in 
NATO. 


For the older generation of Social Democrats, which 
includes Ingvar Carlsson, it is obvious that the mere 
Wea of NATO triggers reactions amounting almost to a 
political cramp. When the attempt is made to prohibit 
the Defense Planning Committee from even analyzing 
something that is being debated anyway and that in 
sone fespects ts even being prepared for, what we have 
is Not rational politics but a political cramp far removed 
from anything rational. 


The same attitude seems to exist when it comes to 
efforts by the Central European and Baltic states to 
yon NATO. The prime minister has made several 
statements distancing himself from them in a way that 
that scems remark, able. Polish President Lech Walesa 
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also include the Baltic states in the same way that the 
same conditions. We have a strong interest in seeing that 
a new security boundary does not take shape between 
the Central European countries on the one hand and the 
three Baltic states on the other. 


never be formed on the basis of a political cramp or 
old prejudices. Instead, it must always be able to assess 
situations based on the new circumstances that have 
arisen. 


In the field of foreign and security policy. Sweden has 
a more important role to play in northwestern Europe 
than any in other part of the world. Ingvar Carlsson 
can be criticized not only because he is again leaving 
a country where his economic policy has collapsed and 
the rudderiessness is increasingly conspicuous. but also 
because he is all too quickly lumping the three countries 
together in a quick visit that seems designed to enable 
him to follow it with a visit to Moscow. 


The crucial point is that he and the government must 
fully realize how important our foreign and security 
policy in that area is to Sweden's security and our 
overall European role. It is not signals of a weaker 
Swedish role that are needed now, but signals of a role 
that is changing and growing stronger in that now that 
we are in the EU, our mission is to ensure their quick 
admission to membership in the combined Western 
cooperation and security structures. 
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Parties Differ on EU Police, Foreign Policy 


9SEN0232A Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER 
in Swedish 7 Apr 95 p9 


[Article by Mats Carlbom: "Sweden Skeptical of Abol- 
ishing EU Veto Power™] 


[FBIS Translated Text} Should German police have the 
right to storm into Sweden? 

Or this: Should international criminals be allowed to 
hide in safety behind another nation’s borders? 

This is one of the questions at issue concerning the fu- 
ture EU [European Union|—debated from two different 
viewpoints. 


According to the Maastricht Treaty, there are two areas 
in the EU sphere of interest, over which any nation may 
exercise its right to veto an EU decision. These are: 


enforcement (police cooperation, questions of asylum, 
and so forth). 


One question to be taken up at the EU Intergovernmen- 
tal Conference next year is whether this right should be 
abolished. 

In Sweden, the situation ts tough-goeng for the so-called 
Federalists, the persuasion that desires an obligatory 
supranational decision on as many issues as possible. 
The Liberals and Moderates, and to a certain extent, the 
Christian Democratic Party lie closest to this position. 
These parties favor far-reaching changes in both those 
areas in which unanimity is currently required for an 
EU decision. 


“Crime is one of the cross-border issues that the EU 
must resolve.” said Bo Konberg, a Liberal. “It would be 
disastrous if effective cooperation among police groups 
could not be accomplished.” 


Police Force With Clout 


Goran Lennmarker, Moderate, felt that it should be 
taken one issue at a time. “Take a look at our greatest 
cross-border problem in the area of law enforcement: 
narcotics. To combat it, an international police force 
with real clout ts needed. The best thing would be 
to start there and let that take effect first instead of 
attempting to do it all at once,” he said. 


Birger Schlaug. Green Party. warned that Swedes could 
see German police on Swedish streets. The same ar- 
gument was made by Jonas Sjostedt of the Left Party. 
“Naturally Sweden must join in cooperating in pole 
and customs operations,” saed Sjostedt. “But we are con- 
cerned that the EU might build up large search databases 
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with which they could pursue lawbreakers over other 


{Caribom| Wouldn't it be strange if criminals were to 
have freedom of movement in Europe while police were 
stopped at the border? 


[Sjostedt} Certainly, but it is just this freedom of 
movement that permits crooks to come in. It would be 
better to have adequate border controls. 


Mats Odell, Christian Democrat, felt it was precisely in 
necessary: “Very littl of what is done in the EU on 
these issues yields any result.” he said. “Crime is way 
out in front of customs and police. If one is to solve 
the issues of smuggling radioactive materials, narcotics, 
and stolen cars, then work must not be hindered by the 
veto right of individual countries.” 

The very same rule applies to the EU common foreign 
and security policy (“Gusp” in EU parlance): Total 


unanimity is required for a decision. In this area, 
Sweden's political parties had fewer reservations. 


The Center Party—-which, in principle, is against 
supranationalism—favored expanded foreign policy 
cooperation as long as it did not impinge upon security 
issues. 


The example used was the former Yugoslavia, consid- 
ered by many to be a complete fiasco for the EU. 


The issue of common foreign and security policy 
has a special connotation in Sweden. where acutrality 
and nonalliance have long been the cornerstone of its 
policy. As a consequence, the subject can casily phe 
away from the questions that will be taken up for 
consideration at the Intergovernmental Conterence. 


The Moderates and Liberals. for example. have re- 
quested that the legisiative committee on defense mat- 
ters should consider Swedish NATO membership. How. 
ever, it is a different defense © °° hon that will oc- 
cupy center stage at the Interg. < atal Conterence: 
the West European Union (WEU ). 


The WEU includes all of the European nations who 
are also part of NATO. Sweden has chosen to be 
an observer, and will remain so, according to all the 
Swedish parties except one: “In the long run. I think it 
is unavoidable that Sweden will become a full-fledged 
member,” said Liberal Konbery. 


Moderate Counterthrust 
At this point. the Moderates made a counterthrust 
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“In that case, we should go directly into NATO. And 
oe Se Pee San oe See aa ae 


United States. Whoever has a U.S. security guarantee 
can sleep peacefully at night. That is how it is.” 


Even Allan Larsson the importance of the 
WEU, saying that the big EU nations have begun to do 
the same. 


“Many feel that if one sets too much store in the WEU. 


peacekeeping organs,” 
t» NATO. The EU can play a role 
capacity. What form that might take could 
over time 


The exact opposite was heard from the anti-EU parties 
(Lett and Green parties). Both felt that extensive plans 
jor a common EU defense existed. Both wanted all 
foreign and security policy to remain outside the EU 
and tor Sweden to stay out of the WEU. 


Party Positions on EU Expansion Viewed 
YSENO228B Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER 
in Swedish 4 Apr 9S p7 


[Article by Mats Carlbom: “Eastern States Receive 
Swedish Support” | 


|FBIS Translated Text) Swedish political parties are 
giving their support to the East and Central European 
countries now standing in line to join the EU [European 
U/nien|. But enlargement may carry a price tag—for 
cvample, less influence for Sweden. 


In the opimon of most observers, the issue of an en- 
larged EU ts going to dominate next year’s government 
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conference. In East Europe, hopes are high. But a num- 
ber of quesuons remain to be resolved: 


1. How will agricultural subsidies be changed so that 
not all of the EU's subsidy funds disappear into the 
new countries”? 


2. For the same reason, how will regional subsidies be 


3. And not least, how will decisions be made in an EU 
that has up to 30 members” 

need to bring the former communist countnes into Euro- 
pean cooperation. “Enlargement castward is something 
that really matters to our members,” says the Center 
Party's first vice president. Helena Nilsson. 
Traditica 

“That is due in particular to cooperation in the Baltic Sea 
area. Skane has a tradition of cooperation with Poland. 
Estonia.” 

Bo Konberg of the Liberal Party becomes solemn when 
he explains why enlargement is so important: “The EU's 
main mission ts peace and freedom in Europe. Now that 
communism has fallen, we have a unique opportunity 
to achieve those goals. If we also developed a sensible 
relationship with Russia. we in our lifetime would solve 
a problem that has plagued Sweden in particular for 
several hundred years.” 


Peace and Security 

Allan Larsson of the Social Democrats explains the 
interest in bringing East and Central Europe inte the 
EU this way: “It is a mater first and foremost of peace 
and security. Membership in the EU would contribute 
to democratic stability in those countries. But it ts also 
a matter of wade and investments. There are very great 
economic possibilities in development. East and Central 
Europe are in the regions that are currently attracting 
more investment than any other part of the world.” 


Flat Pancake 
“Bringing those countries into the EU ts not a zero sum 
game—dquite the opposite.” 


Even Green Party spokesman Birger Schlaug takes a 
basically positive view of enlargement—but for entirely 
different reasons: “If the Eastern states are allowed in. 
there presumably can be no deepening of the EU. ht 
will become a flat pancake instead. and that is not so 
bad. because we do not want to deepen cooperation.” 


he says. 
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The Left Party's spokesman on EU issues, Jonas Sjost- 
edt, is of two minds on the issue of enlarging the EU. 
“If it means that the EU will be watered down, it may 
be a favorable development. But there is also the danger 
that, instead, there will be an enlarged EU with a core of 
strong countries leading the way and all the others con- 
stituting a B team. That is a dangerous development.” 

Hot Issue 

That has been a hot issue in the international debate: 
Can cooperation be deepened at the same time that the 
organization is being enlarged’ The Swedish party ca- 
gerly answering yes is the Moderate Pany: “For the 
simple reason that countries join to obtain something 
concrete. The EU wiil deliver something: chiefly, free- 
dom and peace. So deepening cooperation ts no harder 
with 25 members than it is with 15,” says Goran Lenn- 
marker (Moderate Party). 

Solving the problems involved in agricultural policy 
and regional subsidies takes time. That work must 
begin now, and it will probably result in many years 
of negotiations between the EU and the candidate 
countries. 

Guesses as to how long it will be before the next 
group of countries become full-fledged members vary. 
Some say it will happen before the year 2000. Others 
say will take at least 10 years. The new countries 
must meet certain requirements before they are granted 
membership. say some Swedish party representatives. 


Tradition 
Lennamarker says: 


“The first requirement ts democracy. On that rssue, 
the EU should be even stricter than the Council of 
Europe in setiing requirements. In addition, every new 
member country must be a functioning, law-governed 
state. Third. tt must have adopted the rules of the market 
ecomomy ” 


On the other hand, those countries will not have to have 
made a great deal of progress in economic development. 
says Lenamarker. “The direction of movement, not the 
level. ts the important thing.” 


Referendum 


Beth the Left Party and the Green Party make one 


more requirement before they are prepared to vote for 
new members: The population of cach apphcant country 
must have voted yes m a referendum 


lt the EU ws te have between 20 and W) members. 
the question arses: Can ut continue with the same old 
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decisionmaking rules that have existed since the EC 
consisted of only six members? 

With many new smal! countries joining, the big coun- 
tries (Germany, France, Great Britain, Italy, and Spain) 
are concerned that they will no longer have a big enough 
say. “The tyranny of the small countries” is looming 
ahead. 


Protect Small Countries 


That, say German and other participants in the debate. 
could be avoided if countries with large populations 
were given more votes on the Council of Ministers, the 
body where all legislating takes place. 


But protecting the voting strength of the small countries 
is naturally an issue that unites most Swedish party 
representatives. “It is not certain that it will be harder to 
reach decisions just because there are more of us.” says 
Nilsson of the Center Party. “The EU has never been 
tested with 20 at the table. | am assuming that we can 


keep the same decisionmaking rules as before.“ 


There are two areas in which the EU must be completely 
unanimous im order to make a decision and in which 
each country does in fact have the night of veto. The first 
is foreign and security policy, and the second is legal 
questions (cooperation among police forces. matters 
involving asylum, and so on). 

More and more frequently. the view is being expressed 
that the right of veto cannot survive in an enlarged 
EU. Swedish Riksdag members Maj-Lis Loow (Social 
Democrat) and Margaretha af Uggla, (Moderate Party) 
are among those who have san they are in favor of 
replacing the nght of veto with other rules. 


All indications are that Loow's views on that subjcct 
are not supported by her party's tup leaders. Minister 
of EU Affairs Mats Hellstrom has retterated on several 
occasions the view that the night of veto showk! be 
retained. 

That is also a central demand on the part of the Central 
Party, the Left Party, and the Green Party. while the 
KDS [Christian Democratic Party| has not finished 
Tradition 


On the other hand, both the Liberal Party and the Mod- 
erates are open to the idea that the EU should be able 
in the future to also make decrons regarding foreign 
policy, for example, without unanimous agreement by 
all the cowntries. 


“But it must be remembered that the EU cannot nde 
roughshod over a member country's vital interests 
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One must consider loyalty to the common plan,” says 
Lennmarker of the Moderate Party. 


Domestic Debate on EU Agenda for 1996 Seen 


9SEN0227C Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER 
in Swedish 2 Apr 9S p& 


[Article by Mats Carlbom: “Cautious Member Takes 
Seat at EU Table"| 


{FBIS Translated Text] Sweden should be able to go its 
own way. The EU should not be allowed to rule over us 
more—but we want to participate more in determining 
the future of the EU. That is how the general Swedish 
view could be summed up more than six months before 
the next government conference of EU nations begins. 


The Swedish Government intends to focus on the 
concrete issues. But the other parties are protesting: 
The government conference should not involve concrete 
ISSUeS. 

For the first time since Maastricht the governments of 
the EU nations will meet in order to determine the future 
of the Union. For the first ime Sweden is participating 
in the really big contexts. 


it ts now that Sweden must show its cards: What kind 
of EU country are we, in fact? 


So far the debate has been cautious. The government 
has been criticized for not clearly stating what it wants, 
what course it should pursue in order to change the EU 
in the direction that suits us. 


Seven Areas 

Allan Larsson ty a member of the working group formed 
by the European socialist parties in order to prepare for 
the govermment conference. He says that the critics are 
wrong and refers to the concrete issues, listing seven 
concrete areas which the Social Democrats—and thus, 
it may be assumed. the Swedish Government—want to 
prortize: 

1. Peawe and security: This involves primarily the 
expansion of the EU toward Eastern and Central Europe. 


2. Labor and social dimension (read: less unemploy- 
ment ). 


3. The environment. 

4. Equality. 

S. Democracy within the EU: openness. imsight, and 
ctherency 


6. Consumer interests 
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7. “Law and order.” above all combating international 

crime. 

“The task of the government conference is partly to 
> the Maastricht expenence, partly to plan for the 


their own positions. Not least out of fear of the EU 
opponents among the Social Democrats. 


“Who does not want a better environment and greater 
equality? But such things are not supposed to be 
discussed at the government conference. after all.” 1s 
a usual comment. 


“The precise task of the conference ix changes to the 


make changes with respect to certain matters which the 
Union has before it. Most immediately. it involves the 
EU's expansion eastward. 


“But it is also a question of how much can be gotten 
through, for example in view of the fact that major 
changes will certainly lead to a new Danish popular 
referendum. | know centrally placed peuple who think 
that there will be no more changes in the accord than 
can be written on the back of a bus ticket.” 
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If you take the measure of Swedish politicians, the trend 
ts clear: Sweden opposes a development of the EU 
toward more federalism and Instead. 
a caution of almost British model will mark the Swedish 


positions at the EU government conference next year. 
This is a matter of course for the “no parties,” the Left 
Party and the Environment Party. 


Regard for the No Side 


Among the Social Democrats, the Center Party, and the 
KDS [Christian Democratic Coalition] there are strong 
groups which supported the no side in the popular 
referendum, and which the party leadership must take 
into account. 

But not even the most EU-friendly parties, the Mod- 
erates and the Liberal Party, seem prepared to support 
the federalist overtones that exist in Germany and the 
Benelux countnes, for example. 

There also are not among the Swedish parties any ardent 
feelings for what in EU's convoluted language ts called 
“vanable geometry.” In general. this involves the EU 
countries no longer going at the same speed. Instead, 
some should be able to go ahead in some fields, others 
Most Swedish parties would prefer to stay with the 
EU—everyone should participate to an equal extent at 
the same time, with the exception only of newly added 
countries (read Eastern Europe). They should have time 
to become members with full standing. 


Warns Agaiast Division 

Helena Nilwwon of the Center Party warns that a division 
could be the result if the countnes of the EU stan to go 
forward at varying speeds. 

“The EU was formed in order for Europe to avon war 
through coonome cooperation. It ts umportant never to 
forget that. | worry that tensions will be created if the 
countries start grouping thernselves at different levels.” 


Bo Konbery of the Liberal Party. on the other hand, is 
open to an “EU out of sync”: 


“What ts important is that you know where you are 
headed. If everyone is heading for the same goal, you 
can go at different speeds. This is what was already 
intended in conmmection with the ecomomic and monetary 
umon, the EMU” 


“But to have a system on a large scale, in which certain 
Rations participate in cooperation in 10 fields and others 
m five of six. that | have a hard time envisioning. 
And also net that Sweden negotiates exceptions. like 
Denmark has done.” 
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Even the KDS is of the opinion that Sweden should 
place itself outside certain types of cooperatiun. 

“We might be able to opt out of the monetary union and 
all the defense cooperation,” says Mats Odell. “But one 
should also be free later to join certain areas, for those 
countries that want to.” 

“That some should go ahead is a federalist tactic, and 
after that others are to be squeezed in gradually,” says 
Jons Sjostedt of the Left Party. As in the monctary 
union, EMU, or in the defense alliance, WEU [Western 
European Union}. 

The Environment Party, for its part, has clearly defined 
what « can envision the EU making supranational 
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“And then it involves only the establishment of muni- 
mum requirements.” says spokesperson Birger Schiaug. 
“For example, the EU should be able to force establish- 
ment of the lowest levels for environmentally hazardous 
substances—but not to establish an upper limit. a cetl- 


ing. 
In future articles we will take a closer look a what 
the Swedish parliamentary parties think of some special 
issues. These will involve, among other things. the next 
expansion of the EU, police cooperation, and a joint 
foreign policy, 
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President Exchanges Views on Cyprus Initiative 
NC1105182595 Nicosia CyBC Television Network 
in Greek 1625 GMT I! May 95 

by domestic correspondents at Larnaca Airport on his 
return from Moscow —live] 

[PBIS Translated Excerpt] |Kliridhis] As you all know, 
I am returning from a trip to Great Britain where | was 
invited to participate in the celebrations for the SOth 
anniversary of the end of World War IL. From there, | 
went to Russia for the same purpose. Both celebrations 
were moving. [passage omitted | 

I met British Foreign Secretary Douglas Hurd in Britain 
and exchanged views on the Cyprus issuc, on how we 
can get the Cyprus issue out of its current impasse. 
One of the issues we discussed was the joint Anglo- 
American initiative: to determine whether it is possi- 
ble to bring views closer through secret diplomacy. We 
Clarified three things: first, that this inetiative will not re- 
place the UN procedure but will be held simultancously 
to suppor the UN secretary general's work. second, that 
a short time period will be adequate to show whether 
it is possible to minimize the differences on the basic 
aspects, third, that we will all consider ways in which 
to hold the secret diplomacy. [passage omuetted| 

I also met Richard Holbrooke, the US. assestant secre- 
tary of state for European affairs. who was im Britain 
accompanying the U.S. vice president. Because we both 
were in London, we met and exchanged views on the 
sare topics and positrons that | have already mentioned 
and explained. | don’t believe | have to repeat these por 
sitions. Of course, the National Counc will be unformed 
if there are any development. 

[Unidentified correspondent| Mr. Prevent. what will 
the basis of the Anglo-Amencan initiative be’ 


[| Klindhes| We have not yet been informed om how thes 
system will work. We are waiting to hear the propenals 
on it. 


[Unidentified correspondent| You mean a will be 
Cyprus’ European prospect and ideas that have been 
| Kiirdhis. interrupting} One of the maues wll be the 
European |changes thought}. | bebeve | have repeatedly 
referred to the bauc reves, which are: our EU member. 
ship, demulitanzation, the termtonal aypect. the wrver- 
cignty sue. the msue of guarantees | passage omtted| 
My position is that any effort—and | would he very 
happy if other UN permanent members pune the 
Unnted States and Great Britasn—that will pawe the way 
is acceptable. But. we will see how the effort will be 
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cared out. | believe the other political leaders also 
welcomed some initiatives that will suppor a Cyprus 
‘uti 


[Unidentified correspondent] Mr. President. in Athens 
you answered questions and clarified the meaning of 
the term secret diplomacy. You said you suggested it 
so that the foreigners are sent to the Turkish side to 
determine whether there ts a change 1 their positions. 
Does the new term that you have used—that results will 
not be publicized—represent something new from what 
you have said in Athens’ 

{Kliridhis} Not at all. Both in Athens and London. | 
stressed that the term secret diplomacy does not mean 
that talks will be held with no one knowing. It means 
that the results will be not be announced publicly but 
will be conveyed to the UN secretary general who will 
see how he might use them in his goud offices to pave 
the way for a solution. 


[Unidentified correspondent] Will we know the pos- 
tions of the other side? Will cach side know the posi- 
tions of the other” 

[Kliridhis| Certainly, and the other side will know our 


positions. [passage omutied| 

[Unidentified correspondent] Mr. President, according 
to reports, there ms a Turkish proposal for a territonal 
settlement im exchange for legalizing some of the 
preudestute s structure. 


jKlindhn| Ne one made such a proposal. [Turkish 
Cyprna leader Rauf} Denktas sand that when he 1s saying 
he ts ready to return terntory for a viable solution, he 
means~thes © mot mew, he said it im the proxemity 
talks — 4 wluton of two separate states, not a federation 
oa contederabon But. ao one proposed thie. Denktas 
wmphied thr. on the proxemity talks and later publicized it 
He sand that for hem, a solution means return of territory 
and recugetion of the Turkish Cypriot state. No country 
made any such proposal [passage omitted | 


|Unudeatehed correspondent] Mr. Preudent. do you 
beheve the sew onetative has prospects that are better 
than past efhaets’ 


| Kiiredius| | am wery reserved but | want to stress that 
uMmctimes we are creating the wrong empressson about 
our own policy. Thes ts because we hurry to say that 
wunething will ot bear fru. we create a negative 
mpressen, and we afe not patient to try a to see if 
a will work. | hawe reservations, that ms why | sand that 
four or fwe weeks well be needed to allow the situation 
to char up [passage ometied] 


|Undentehed correspondent! Are you sauteed with the 
eutoume of the Athem. vrat’ 
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{Kiundhes| | am completely satisfied because my posi- 
tions were reconfirmed. My positions were that an un- 
frustful dialogue musi not be repeated and that before 
resuming a dialogue, common ground must be found on 
the basic aspects that i mentioned and explained. 

[Unidentified correspondent] Mr. President, you said 
that the United States is not pressumng us to implement 
the confidence- building measures |CBM's]}. But James 
Williams, the U.S. special coordinator for Cyprus. 


CYPRUS 4e 


stressed that what 1 left to be done is to bridge the 
gap to implement the CBMs. 

{Kiiridius} | have said this personally: If the gap is 
bridged, the first thing we must do is implement the 
CBM's. What | am saying is that | will not implement 
the CBM's before reaching a common ground to solve 
the problem. | passage omitted] 
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That is why it is necessary to ascertain in advance what 
threatenung preparahons the enemy is making. That ts 
also the reason why every state sets up an intelligence 


(MIT). Enver Pasha and Talat Pasha laid the foundation 
for the Special Organization, Turkey's first organized 
intelligence agency and MIT's ultimate ancestor. lt 
scored significant successes for the Ottoman Empire 
during World War |. In fact we know that it won major 
in Libya under Italian occupation. The name of one of 
the sprees listed im the records is very familiar indeed 
Captain Mustafa Kemal | Ataturk | | 

During the war of independence, Turkish intctlipence 
the future MIT, operated as the Military Pulwe Organ 


wwation under Mustafa Muglali. took on and success. 
fully carned out important missions during the war of 


MIT operated until 1965 without an act of extablinh- 
ment. kh obtained legal status with the MIT Act of 1965. 
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passed some “intelligence” to HURRIYET reporter 


The Fingers of a Hand 


Without a doubt this desire to put the agency's oper- 
atroms under a magnifying glass stems from its impor- 
tance to the country’s “supreme” interests. That may 
also be the reason for the work that began last year. 

Yes, last year planning began to bring all of Turkey's 


intelligence agencies under a single organization, to be 


istry, and the Gendarmene General Command. The plan 
would have made the Office of the Chief of Public Se- 
subordinated it to the National Security Council. But it 
way to remove some of the red tape. 


orgamsatwns. To be blunt, this organizational model 
was promptcd by the interzgency competition and by 


Today the Domestic Security Coordination Subcommis- 
sean, which rs part of the Interior Ministry. 1s responsible 


| 


Today that effort has been left unfinished. Some agen- 
eres thenk that the Office of the Chief of Public Security 
is unaecewury. while others say that the law establish- 
img MIT assigns the task of coordination to i. As a 
matter of fact. interagency intelligence coordination 1s 
ome of MIT s fundamental missions. but it has not been 
able to perform it because of the competition among the 
agencies. Intellrpence officals say « would be preferable 
te apply the MIT Act as written rather than create an 
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Office of the Chief of Public Security. Their argument 
is simple: “it is better to have an existing agency with 
years of experience perform that function rather than 
venture upon the time-consuming and disruptive effort 
of reorganizing. creating new sections and branches, and 
defining areas of responsibility.” 


And it does in fact look as though it would be simpler 
both practically and legally for MIT to carry out 
the task of coordination: it has been doing its work 
successfully for years and possesses expert staff and 
obvious experience in the intelligence field. 


The recent Gaziosmanpasa riots help to show the 
government's thinking on MIT. The prime minister's 
Statements on MIT send the message that work on the 
Office of the Chief of Public Security may be stepped 
up. That is to say, bring MIT and other intelligence 
agencies under control by bringing them together. 


Demirei-Ciller Struggle Over MIT... 


It has frequently been said and written that Prime 
Minister Ciller wants to fire MIT Under Secretary 
Sonmez Koksal. But it is also a fact that President 

Demirel has opposed this and demanded that 
the MIT chief be kept on. Together, Demirel’s defense 
of MIT in his statement on the subject and the prime 
minister's criticism of MIT send the message that the 
intelligence agencies may be reorganived in the near 
future. But when Demirel comments that “for 40 years 
people have been saying they lack intelligence” and goes 
on to say “I am going to hear what the interested parties 
have to say,” it looks as though he does not approve of 
making MIT the scapegoat. 


It is also being said that MIT gave the prime muinisicr the 
requisite intelligence before the Gasiosmanpasa rots 
Of course this did not give a specilic date and place. 
it was along the lines of “the probability of this hind 
of incident is high in these areas.” That is why reporter 
Emin Colasan wrote ia his 22 March column that the 
prime minister did not read the incoming reports from 
MIT of even look at the summaries 


Recent events brought out into the open the competition 
and lack of coordination among the intelligence agen- 
cies. The search for the guilty parties immediaicly got 
under way. And the idea of the Office of the Chief of 
Public Security was brought down from the shell and 
dusted off. 


Today people who are discussing and pondering the tu- 
ture of Turkey's intelligence agencies have two con- 
cerns: ts it goud for the country to coordinate the work 
of those agencies’? Could such coordination bring with 
it the danger of politicizing MIT? 
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It seems that only time will tell. 


MIT’s History 


During the war of independence, the Military Police 
Organization under Mustafa Muglali Pasha was respoa- 
sible for intelligence operations. After the war. those 
were assigned to the General Staff's Intelligence Sec- 
tion. In 1926, Colonel General Walter Nikolai, the chief 
of German military intelligence, was invited to Turkey 
at Ataturk’s command to set up a modern intelligence 
agency. After a year of preparation, the National Op- 
eration Service (MAH) was established on 6 January 
1927 by a secret order of the chief of the General Staff, 
Marshal Fevzi Cakmak. When the Latin alphabet was 
introduced, its name was changed to National Security 
Services. 


MAH was subordinate to the Interior Ministry but had 
no legal basis and operated in secret. By Act 644 
of 1965, it became known as MIT and was legally 
established. 


Founded in 1927 by a German general, MAH abandoned 
the German system and adopted the American when 
Turkey joined NATO in 1955. Originally it had es- 
plonage. counterespionage. technical, and 
support sections. With the MIT Act of 1965, it was di- 
vided into the following directorates: National Security 
Services [apparently referred to below as MAH, after the 
original organization], Intelligence, Psychological War- 
tare. Administrative Services, Legal Counsel, in 1971 
it assumed its final shape with the addition of the Elec- 
trom and Technical Intelligence Directorate. 


Act 644 also provided for the creation of the National 
Intelligence Coordination Council (MIKK) under the 
Ottice of the MIT Under Secretary. The members of the 
MIKK are the general secretary of the National Security 
Council. the chief of MAH, the director of intelligence 
of the General Staff, and ministry officials. 


Under Secretary Hamza Gurguc’s reorganization efforts 
resulted in many changes and the addition of new 
units im 1976. At that time the intelligence collection 
and assessment units were split. The MAH Directorate 
devoted itself entirely to domestic intelligence. 


On | November 1983 the State Intelligence Organ. 
ivatwn Act (law 2937) modified MIT's legal status. 
bounded in 1927 ax MAH, MIT has had 22 under sec- 
retanes/chicts, the latest being Soames Koksal. 





tr report may contain copyrighted maternal Copying and dissemination 
i 


is prohibited without permission of the copyright owners 











$2 TURKEY 


(Box, p 23) 
Who's Who 


MAH Chiefs 

M. Sukru Ali Ogel (1927-41) 
Naci Perkei (1941-53) 

Behcet Turkmen (1953-57) 
Emin Cobanoglu (1957, acting) 
Huseyin Avni Gokturk (1957-59) 
Ahmet Salih Korur (1959, acting) 
Celalettin Tevfik Karasapan (1959-60) 
Ziya Selisik (1960-6!) 

Naci Askun (1961-62) 

Fuat Dogu (1962-64) 

Ziya Selisik (1964-65) 

MIT Under Secretaries 

Avni Kantan (1965-66) 

Fuat Dogu (1966-71) 

Nurettin Ersin (1971-73) 

Bulent Turker (1973-74, acting) 
Bahattin Ozulker (1974) 

Hamza Gurguc (1974-78) 

Adnan Ersoz (1978-79) 

Bulent Turker (1980-81) 
Burhanettin Bigali (19% 1-86) 
Hayri Undul (1986-89) 

Teoman Koman (1989-92) 
Sonmez Koksal (1992- ) 

Power Struggle in Republican People’s Party 


9SESO237A Istanbul NOKTA in Turkish 2-8 Apr 9S 
pp 15-19 


[Report by Haydar Guran: “The One Who Hides Best 
and Strikes Hardest Will Win"| 


{PBIS Translated Text] There was quiet after the 
problems of merging. Everything worked properly. 
Unity and harmony was “instituted” in the party. New 
horizons stretched before the social democrats. There 
was only one minor problem that could mar this nice 
atmosphere: The selection and appointment of new 
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cabinet ministers. That is what worried Hikmet Cetin 
most. How would he solve this problem given that he 
could not make everyone a minister? How could he 
prepare a cabinet list without upsetting or offending 
anyone and without causing a new factionalization 
phenomenon? 


Perhaps that is why Cetin said at the Central Adminis- 
trative Council meeting last week: “Friends, we have 65 
deputy colleagues and only 12 ministerial seats. Only 12 
of you will become ministers. I am sorry.” He was sorry 
but he could not hear one deputy who thought that he re- 
ally deserved a ministerial post whispering to his friend: 
"His sorrow does not show at all.” Nobody spoke out 
against the party's leader at the Central Administrative 
Council meeting, which ended with the appointments to 
provincial and district organizations. Cetin was relaxed 
when he left the meeting because he thought that there 
were NO apparent tensions in the party. 


Of course one person who knows best that there are 
tensions in the party is Cetin himself. Those who 
expected a ministerial appointment but did not get one 
may be keeping quiet now, but that does not mean 
that there is tranquillity everywhere. On the contrary, 
the quiet seems to be the quiet that comes before the 
storm that will break out on 31 August. The appointment 
of Erdal Inonu as foreign minister turned all balances 
in the party topsy turvy. When Ismail Cem, who was 
frequently mentioned as a candidate for this position, 
refused to be appointed to another ministry after he 
lost the foreign ministry to Inonu, he was abruptly left 
out of the cabinet. In fact the other CHP [Republican 
People’s Party| deputies were not so upset about Cem 
not being a minister. One CHP deputy remarked about 
Cem: “Why should Cem be upset? After all he was 
offered a ministerial position. Cem deserved a ministry 
as much as our other colleagues did. It was his choice 
mt to become a minister.” Indeed, Cem is aware of this 
and says: “l wanted the foreign ministry because that 
is what | can do best. | did not want another ministry 
because | did not think that I could do as well as | would 
like to do.” On the other hand, Cem does not conceai 
his displeasure with his colleagues for “not insisting” on 
his appointment to a ministry. He says: "I hope they are 
successful, because this cabinet is the last chance the 
social democrats have.” 


Anmther person who is suffering the crisis of not be- 
coming a minister is Istanbul Deputy Mehmet Sevigen. 
He says that he had been promised a ministry, but that 
the promise has not been kept. "For the moment,” Se- 
vigen ts not upset with his party but thinks that those 
who have not worked in the party, rather than those 
who have, have been appointed ministers. According to 
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Sevigen, the selected ministers look like members of a 
“club for the elderly.” 


Party Moving Right? 


Another person who could not become a minister and 
who has leveled criticism against the party's leadership 
is Adnan Ekmen, deputy from Batman and a former 
deputy leader of the party's assembly caucus. Ekmen 
adds regionalism to the problem and argues that deputies 
from the east are isolated within the party. He says: 
"There are 25 deputies from that region. None of them 
were appointed ministers and none has been offered a 
position in the party administration. Evidently we are 
being told to ‘go away.” We will decide what we will do 
after discussing it with our colleagues. This is an act of 
disrespect to the people elected from that region and the 
people who voted for these deputies.” Meanwhile, other 
deputies from the east, who wish to remain anonymous, 
have been even more explicit. They think that what 
has been done means: “We can no longer tolerate your 
presence in this party. Go wherever you want.” This 
situation in the party, which has surfaced as a resuli 
of the minister selection process, is partly related to 
the appointment of Erdal Inonu as foreign minister. 
No one is opposed to Inonu’s appointment—at least 
vocally—but everyone associates the current situation 
with Inonu’s appointment. The interpretation is this: The 
party has kicked into lower gear and is moving to the 
right and is progressively becoming like the Reliance 
Party of Turhan Feyzioglu [in the late 1960s]. 


No Youth to Hang Posters 


Ercan Karakas and Aydin Guven Gurkan. who “success- 
fully performed” the function of opposition within the 
SHP [Social Democratic Populist Party}, now have mun- 
isterial posts. Only time will show to what extent they 
will be able to put into practice the ideas they defended 
as dissidents from positions of opposition. However. one 
thing is clear at this time: Neither minister ts happy with 
the position to which he has been assigned. Gurkan ac- 
cepted his ministerial appointment only after the inter- 
vention of Cankaya Mayor Dogan Tasdelen, Guven’s 
fellow citizen from Ankara who is known for his influ- 
ence over delegates from Ankara. The comments of one 
deputy who expected to become a minister but could 
not are remarkable: “The party is losing tts base of mil- 
itants. The party no longer has a core of young men 
and women to hang the party's posters and to organize 
coffee shop meetings. This is also echoed in the party. 
Deputies who are strongly interested in social issues are 
not given any positions of influence in the party.” These 
comments are added to by the remarks of yet another 
deputy: "Democracy within the party has been pushed 
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back. Neither the caucus leaders nor their deputies nor 
anybody was consulted in making these decisions. The 
new cabinet is a continuation of the mentality of the 
1991 cabinet.” Put together, these comments bring to 
mind a question: "When the CHP becomes the Reliance 
Party, who will become Turhan Feyzioglu?” 


After the merger of the SHP and CHP, Murat Karayalcin 
lost his positions of party leader, foreign minister, and 
deputy prime minister and turned into an unemployed 
politician. His situation is particularly pitiful because 
he is not a parliamentary deputy, and therefore he 
is in pursuit of new quests. While active in politics, 
Karayalcin always felt the strong support of Erdal 
Inonu behind him. Inonu withdrew his support from 
Karayalcin only once: on the issue of which party should 
act as the umbrella of the social democratic party. 
Because of that Karayalcin “fell into the position” of 
saying farewell to everything. 


Karayalcin is not in the party now, but he is careful 
“not to stay out of practice” by renting two offices 
mear the CHP general headquarters. The crisis over 
the ministries will be overcome one way or another, 
and nobody will risk resigning from the party at this 
time because there is only a short time before the 
party congress. However, everyone has already begun 
to select the persons who will become their “comrades” 
at the congress. Now there is talk in the party in Ankara 
that Karayaicin and Deniz Baykal will collaborate at the 
congress. Evidence to support this hypothesis includes 
Cetin’s decision to appoint Inonu as foreign minister 
in order to break the opposition and to use Inonu's 
name as a political premium. Of course, nobody says 
this openly, but everyone is basing his calculations 
on this assumption. Adnan Kesin has remained as the 
secretary general of the merged party as Deniz Baykal’s 
“man.” Yilmaz Ates, the Ankara provincial leader of 
formerly the SHP and now the CHP, once said: "We 
still have the provincial district conventions, Let us 
see what happens. Then we will know who becomes 
what.” These remarks, combined with the “virulent” 
anti-Baykalism of Dogan Tasdelen, who is very close 
with Gurkan, clearly indicate who will form alliances 
with whom. Those who know the extent of the rivalry 
between Gurkan and Baykal can already see the smoke 
rising from the approaching battle. 


The most explicit view that is expressed in political 
anterooms with regard to the CHP is: “No one is 
challenging anyone to a duel. Everyone is lying in 
ambush. In the end the one who hides best and strikes 
the hardest will win.” 
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Editorial: Assembly Must Approve Iraq Operation 
95ES0238B Istanbul NOKTA in Turkish 2-8 Apr 95 
p25 

[Commentary by Cuneyt Ulsever: “Article 92"] 

{FBIS Translated Text] The Turkish Armed Forces have 
made an incursion into northern Irag to destroy the PKK 
[Workers Party of Kurdistan] camps there. Since the 
operation's mission is to clean the PKK out of the camps 
where it has established itself, it is being called a “clean- 
up” operation. 

The operation is being conducted by 35,000 troops. 
Some say it will cost 50 trillion Turkish liras, others 
say $2 billion. In shon, it involves a vast amount 
of manpower and money. Conspiracy theories about 
the incursion abound. Since there is very little hard 
information available, we have to fall back on the wealth 
of scenarios suggested by the experts. In view of the 
Customs Union, the West's attitude is not clear. At 
first it appeared that Ankara had Washington's tacit 
approval. Later the United States began to speak out 
against us, along with the Europeans. 


I say if it is going to clean up terror, the money is 
well spent, whatever it costs. Since I do not have any 
relatives or friends serving in the military in the area, | 
leave it to those who do to give their blessings to the 
operation. | am not at ali qualified to judge it from a 
military standpoint. Like everyone else. | am limited to 
the official reports (!) on the private television stations. 
which have spoken with a single voice for the first time 
since they were established. Afier all. the subject ts very 
much outside my area of expertise. 


I might be able to say something about the operation's 
likely effects on our foreign relations. but | think it ts 
still too soon for that. 


What really makes me uneasy is the way the operation 
in northern Iraq was ordered. Article 92 of the Constitu- 
tion requires Parliamentary approval for foreign military 
operations. And that ts the 1983 Constitution, which nei- 
ther I nor the government nor the opposition considers 
satisfactory. While virtually the entire world was being 
informed about the operation, Parliament was aot even 
being briefed on it, much less asked to authorize it. That 
is their business. But Parliament supposedly represents 
the will of the nation, and as a citizen of thix country | 
am very concerned about this, since it is being carried 
out without authorization from the embodiment of the 
national will, because it tramples on my will. 


During the Gulf war, Suleyman Demirel, Husamettin 
Cindoruk, and Mumtaz Soysal rightly raised a row to 
ensure that Parliament was consulted when Turkey was 
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going to contribute 5,000 troops to the coalition. In the 
end the plan was submitted to Parliament and rejected. 


Today Demirel is President; Cindoruk is speaker of Par- 
liament, the guardian of democracy; and the Professor is 
a member of Parliament in one of the coalition parties. 
But they are all silent now. 


Well, let us not worry about them. What about ANAP 
|Motherland Party|. whose primary duty ts to oppose, 
which ts responsible for critiquing the government's 
mistakes? After all, during the Gulf war, was it not 
the one that was critiqued, that was called to account? 
OK, what are the other opposition parties doing? Is Mr 
Erbakan not concerned about this probable devil's work 
from the West's bag of tricks” 


1 am very distressed about this silence from Parliament, 
especially the opposition’s attitude. It indicates that we 
have a long way to go yet before we become fully 
democratic. We have a parliament that ts incapable of 
exercising the rights it already possesses, much less 
winning new ones. 


Now those ladies and gentlemen will say that this is a 
national issue. Secrecy is needed. Fine, does Parliament 
not concern itself with national issues’? Do we not 
have closed sessions for secret matters? Can the prime 
minister not ask Parliament for permission to keep 
matters contidential for the time being if they require 
nu? 

Even if the ladies and gentlemen cannot say it publicly, 
they are psychologically afraid even to question the 
Armed Forces’ actions. They themselves by no means 
believe that their will ts superior even to the Armed 
borces’. However, the military ts responsible only for 
ithe military aspect of the operation. It will be called to 
account only for its military success or failure. Even if 
people do not realize it, the political authority made the 
decison to carry out the operation. Parliament does not 
realize that nt and no other ts that political authority. 
But 1 cannot help being responsible, even if it does not 
exercise its rights. Furthermore, if the operation fails, it 
will be Parliament's might and duty to cail the Armed 
Forces to account, 


Democracy ts not something that is established with 
laws. People need to assimilate democracy in their 
minds and attitudes. How sad when Parliament—which 
promises to give us new democratic rights—fails to 
exererse its own rights. 
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Influential Professor Kirkpinar Profiled 
9SESO240A Istanbul TEMPO in Turkish 29 Mar 95 
pp 44-45 


[Report by Emine Caykara: “Teacher's Teacher”] 


|FBIS Translated Text] The year is 1906, a time when 
the Ottoman Empire is on its death bed, making one 
concession after another and not knowing what to do 
next. Artificial resuscitation no longer helps. Everything 
has been lost. The empire sways from one side to the 
other. The people live in poverty and misery. 

That year, Salim Riza Kirkpinar was born to a middle- 
class family in one of Istanbul's peripheral neighbor- 
hoods. Though he did not know it then, like ali the 
other children born at that time, many changes awaited 
him during his lifetime. He did not know then about the 


moil. Nor was he aware of the friendships that would 
color and shape his life. 


After World War I, he watched as a stunned small boy 


learned the new language. Because of his knowledge 
of French—at that time foreign languages were taught 
in state schools and French was the favorite foreign 
language of the empire—he could learn the Latin script 


As a full-fledged young man of the republic he became 
one of its defenders. As Ataturk toured towns and vil- 
lages to teach the new script. he took on responsibilities 
like the other young men of his generation. New na- 
tional schools were opened, and new graduates were 
pressed into service. He went to a police center to teach 
the new script to the police officers. He spent two to 
three months in front of a blackboard in coffee shops 
and police centers. 


He graduated from the department of philosophy of the 
Faculty of Literature of Istanbul University. That set 
his profession: Teaching. He spent two years in Paris 
to do research in museums as part of his art education 
and training. After graduating from the university he 
went to Ankara to assume new responsibilitics. Imagine 
those yeurs: a newly established republic. people starting 
on their careers with fresh hopes. literary masters one 
more talented than the other. Kirkpinar had the great 
opportunity to be taught by well-known peuple. such 
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as Ibrahim Necmi Dilmen and Professor Ismail Hikmet 
Ertaylan. At that time he came to know Nurullah Atac 
as his literature and French teacher. Here, we tet him 
tell the story: “Atac remained my friend until his death. 
I named my daughter after his daughter. He expanded 
my horizons. It was through him that | learned about our 
old and new literature, about Yahya Kemal and Orhan 
Veli. All the books I have from him are signed. [ still 
leaf through his books. Now I have his ‘Diaries’ in my 
hand. I was leafing through them this morning.” 


Coveted Friendships 


Kirkpinar worked in People’s Houses. He established 
the People’s Houses in Sivas and contributed to the 
establishment of the People’s House in Samsun. He 
says: “That was something unique to us. Unfortunately 
we shut them down. They threw away thousands of 
books. I saw tens of thousands of books put in sacks and 
thrown away. | did not work in village institutes, but | 
toured them. | am an admirer of village institutes. Like 
the People’s Houses, they were institutions unique to 
Turkish society. If they had stayed, our situation would 
be much different today. We visited the village institutes 

with Sabahattin Ali. We talked about [poet] 
Tevfik Fikret. | still regret their closure.” 


When Kirkpinar was in high school, Rusen Esref, who 
was Ataturk’s close friend and secretary general, was his 
teacher. He also worked for Falih Rifki Atay, journal- 
ist, philologist, and Ataturk’s right arm. Mustafa Sekip 
Tune, an artist and a philosopher, was Kirkpinar's psy- 
chology teacher in the university. Ismail Hakki Balta- 
cioglu, who published the newspaper YEN] ADAM 
|NEW MAN| and Hilmi Ziya Ulken, who published 
the journal INSAN [MAN], were first his teachers and 
later his friends. 


Kirkpinar established friendships that not everyone has 
the chance to have. He was friends with Abdulhak 
Sinast Hisar and Yasar Nabi Nayir, who contributed 
much to the period of his life and who published 
the journal VARLIK [EXISTENCE] for 50 years. He 
was friends with Sabshattin Ali, his classmate, and 
Sabshattin Eyuboglu, his comrade in arms. He had 
friendships with Mustafa Seyyid, Cahit Sitki Taranci, 
Orhan Veli. Ziya Osman Saba, and Ahmet Muhip 
Dranas. who. in Kirkpinar’s words, deserves the title of 
“Turkey's Baudelaire.” He was friends with poet Yahya 
Kemal who was deeply attached to Ataturk. He was 
friends with Ahmet Hamdi Tanpinar, who was originally 
his teacher. He was friends with poet Ahmet Kutsi Tecer 
with whom he trained. 


He taught literature. philosophy, and aesthetics in high 
schools and universities as one of the first teachers of 
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the republican period. He worked in that capacity until 
1968. He continued even after that. He worked for 38 
years. 


It is impossible not to be an addict of literature and art 
when one grows up in such an environment and has ties 
all the literary journals since he was 15: SERVET-I 
FUNUN [WEALTH OF SCIENCE}, HAYAT [LIFE]}. 
AKADEMI, VARLIK, YEDITEPE [SEVEN HILLS}. 


Initially he was obsessed with Tevfik Fikret. Then he 
met Yahya Kemal. Later, in 1930 he met [exiled and 


second time in 1951 and a third time in 1957. Nazim 
Hikmet was thus added to the list of poets he admired. 
Duriae his hi be tentinned Ge aslecial 
of love and respect in his classes. He insisted on true 
education. Here are some of his thoughts on literature 
texts that are still used: “! used those books for 40 years. 


the the 
must be read. I argued with [Ministry of Education| 
inspectors. On some occasions | even refused to listen 
to them. | taught Melih Cevdet, Orhan Veli, Oktay Rifat. 
and Sabahattin Ali to my students. At some point | was 
labeled a leftist because | was teaching Sabshattin Ali 
and Orhan Veli. | was investigated. | have always said 


pieces from them taught in schools, provided that the 
older ones are not ignored. Philosophy should also be 
taught through what has been written.” 

Kirkpinar is still optimistic about our present situation, 
despite all the adversities. His greatest hope is the 


. Retirement is not the customary boring period 
for him. He reads many books and keeps up with 


am 89 years old, and | read 200 pages of books every 
day. | wake at 05.30 and read until OR800. Then I have 
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my breakfast and read books again. | read two or three 
books at the same time. I read novels, stories, and epics. 
Recently I have become fond of memoirs. | own 7,000 
books. My students always visit me. I stay out one 
or two nights a week. | get invitations from lawyers, 


journalists, poets, engineers, the Rotary and the Lyons 
clubs, and the Freemasons. 


“In the afternoons | go out. I go to the office of a friend. 
| browse through bookstores. I pass by Babiali | main 
publishers’ row in Istanbul]. In the old days | would 
go to HURRIYET to see Dogan Hizlan. | would pass 
by MILLIYET. Now I can no longer go because they 
are too far. I still pass by CUMHURIYET. I visit the 
publishing houses frequently. Now most of them are 
in Beyoglu. In the evenings | watch selected movies 
on television alone. | also watch the news programs. 
1 prefer reading books. | cannot watch trivial things, 
especially the Turkish-style entertainment shows. | go 


tickets. I like watching plays from the second row. I see 
all of them. I go to see whatever is playing.” 


Meeting Ataturk 


"I finished middle school in 1923. | stood before Ataturk 
in Bursa in 1925. That was the year the hat and dress 
reform laws were enacted. We stayed with him for about 
one hour in a villa near the clock tower. He shook 
hands with all of us. We had some refreshments. At 
the request of our school principal | read a poem in 
his presence. | knew from my teachers that Ataturk 
was a great Iterature lover. | had heard that he could 
recite Tevtik Fikret’s poems from memory. Knowing 
that | recited a Tevtik Fikret poem from memory. It 
was a poem that he had written in 1901, but which 
was a harbinger of today. It was a poem that said ‘if 
one day morning comes to this land...” Fikret wrote in 
1901: “The hazy destiny of this country will be liberated 
one day.” Untortunately it still has not been liberated. I 
still remember 65 years ago. He | Ataturk] said: “That is 
Tevtth. | also grew up reading these poems.” 


“Fikret was a man who believed in knowledge, ethics, 
and the brightness of the coming days. He was the 
hartinger of Ataturk’s Turkey. He was a secular 
man. He died in 1915. When Ataturk returned from 
Canakkale |the battle of Dardanelles and Gallipoli] 
the first place he visited was Tevtik Fikret’s home in 
Asiyan in 1916." 


Friends. Students 
Kirkpinar’s trends: Nurullah Atac, Sabahattin Ali, Falih 
Rithi Atay. Hilo Ziya Utken, Ismail Hakki Baltacioglu. 


Abdulhak Sinai Hisar, Yasar Nabi Nayir, Sabahattin 
Lyuboglu. Mustata Seyyid. Cahat Suki Taranci, Orhan 
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Veh, Ziya Osman Saba. Ahmet Muhip Dranas. Yasar Cengiz Bektas. Arif Damar, Onay Sozer, Kenan Bulu- 
Kemal, Ahmet Hamdi Tanpinar, Ahmet Kudsi Tecer. toglu, Alaadin Yavasca. Fent Edgu. Sait Maden. Erol 
Kirkpinar’s students: Cahit Kulebi. Vedat Turkali. Mu- Keskin, Dogan Hizlan, Demirtas Ceyhun, Colpan than, 
nit Ozkul, Adnan Ozyalciner, Konur Ertop, Kemal Ozer, 
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